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Yet ſhun their fault, who, ſcandalouſly nice, . 
Vill needs miſtake an Author into vice : 
All ſeems infected that th' infected ſpy, 
As all looks yellow to the jaundic'd eye. 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


1 AUTHOR requeſts the RAD ER, 

not to look on the following ſheets as 
an intended formal reply to the nonſenſe and 
ribaldry, which have appeared againſt Tyx- 
LYPHTHORA. He hopes never to miſem- 
ploy his time to ſuch a purpoſe. 

If ome ſhould be duly apprized of, the 
folly and raſbneſs with which they have 
written — others, of the fpirit and temper 
with which they have acfed; the chief end 
of this publication will be anſwered. 

As to the addreſs at the top of each letter, 
let not the curious Reader be ſolicitous 
about it ; let him rather advert to the ſhare 
he may bear in the matter of the Epiſtle it- 


Fel, 
| Fi do him right, 

Then he hath wrong'd himſelf; if he be free, 

Why then, my taxing, like a wild-gooſe, flies 

 Unclaim'd of any man. SHAKESP, 
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Page 82, line 16, for «vas read were. 
89, laſt line, for theſe r. this, 
110, line 15, for than that r.-than to that 
111, line 8, for xoppaw r, #0749. 
112, line 6, for Was r. were 
Ib. line q, for bad r. bave N . 
115, line 10, add, See PaRK H. Gr. & Eng. Lexic. INog. 
117, line 25, for arrefted r. reverſed, 
128, line q, for VES TBA Tr. Nos TRA; — and add—0or 
rather (if the metre would have borne it) War 
think you of SuA? 


JC 


7 E N. firſt our brave Reformers ſcorn'd the rage, 
And dar'd the malice, of a Popiſh age; 

When, by the pow'r of Rome no longer bound, | 
They left their chains, and roam'd ver hallow'd ground; 
When, for tradition's Iyes and monkiſh rules, 
For the falſe jargon of the quibbling ſchools, 
They taught this land the SACRED PAGE F eſſay, 
And trace where HEAv'NIY WISDOM led the way; 
SCRIPTURE and TRUTH reſum'd their antient reign, 
And Romiſh tyranny oppos'd in vain : 
From mental flav'ry's long and tedious night, 
Bright Liberty came forth, and hail'd the light. 
The Hearts of thouſands bleſs'd the happy day, 
 (Tho/e Hearts which ERROR long had taught to ftray ) 
.ErRROR's * ftrong holds by TRUTH were now 0'erthrown, 
Raz'd were the ALTaRsS Þ of a GoD UNKNOWN: 

O that all foes to TRUTH had met their doom, 
Had all been baniſh'd to the walls of Rome! 
Then SUPERSTITION'S dreams had haunted none, 
But the blind vot'ries of the Papal throne :— 
Fierce BicoTRY no more (ould lift its head, 
Nor by FALSE ZEAL the honeſt mind be led ; 
Fell PREJUDICE no more would meanly ſpy 
Thro' the falſe medium of ber jaundic'd eye ; 


2 Cor. x. 4. t Comp. Acts xvii, 23. 


2 | | Perveri 
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Pervert our meanings turn our good to ill 

Pleas d to oppreſs, and griev'd ſhe cannot kill. 

The * Proteus, PERSECUT1ON, had been doom d 

Ne'er to appear (whatever ſhape aſſum'd ) 

With fire and {word to waſte the lives of men, 

Or feulk Aſſaſſin with the tongue and pen.— 

CHRISTIAN INTOLERANTS % more had trod 

be paths of cruelty, as + ways to Gob. 
SPIRIT of TRUTH ill farther urge thy ſway— 

Still farther brighten our imperfect day ! | 

O let thy T THREEFOLD CORD our ſpirits bind, 

$ Falrn, Hors, and Love, conſtrain each || willing 

mind 
From all our other ſhackles ſet us free. 
From ev'ry bond which is not ** knit by Tnzz! 


* Omnia transformat ſeſe in miracula rerum, 
Ignemque, horribilemꝗue feram, &c. 


VIRC. G. iv. Lin. 441—2. 


+ Comp. Joba XVI. 2. t Eccl. iv. 12. $ 1 Cor. 
xiii. 13. {| Pf, cx. 3 Col. ii. 2. | 
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LETTER I. 


To the Reverend Mr. B. 


8 _ April 45 1 Is 
Reverend Sir, 
HAVE the favour of yours, and am 

| extremely concerned, that you expreſs 
ſo much diſpleaſure againſt my book — 

* a work (ſay you) which I never have 

© read, and never intend to look into, or 

« ſuffer' it to come within my doors; 

© what I have been told of it entirely ſa- 

« tisfes me, I have no curioſity to go any 

« farther.” = Theſe are your own words, 

which I tranſctibe, and lay before you, 

for your re- conſideration — perhaps, wn” 


LAY La) 


cooler reflection, you may find ſome rea- 
ſon 


ſon to join with me, in allowing, or at 
leaſt in ſuſpecting, that they want that 
candor, which you, as a man of liberal 
education of real honeſty—not to ſay as 
a Chriſtian, ought to have ſhewn on this 
occaſion. To condemn a book which you 
have never red, is like the unfairneſs of de- 
termining a cauſe without ſuffering the 
parties to be heard.— I have been conſider- 
ing on what principle of ſcripture, rea- 
fon, common-ſenſe, or common juſtice, ſuch a 
proceeding can be zu/tzfied, or even excuſed. 
— 1 cannot find, that it is doing unto others 
as you would they ſhould do unto you *. — An 
heathen reaſoner, Seneca, if I miſtake not, 
could ſay — Juden fi aliquid ftatuerit, 
parte inauditd alterd, licet rectè ſtatuerit, 
haud æquus foret — and does not common- 
ſenſe tell us,“ firſt hear, and then judge? 
Will you diſpute the propriety of that 
queſtion of Nicodemus to the chief prieſts 
and Phariſees ? — viz. Doth our law judge 
any man before it hear him, and know what he 
doth + ?— Solomon faith — He that anſwereth 
aà matter before he heareth it, it is folly and 
ſhame unto him . But a greater than So- 
lomon has forbidden all raſh judgment in 
the moſt pointed and awful terms — Ye 
ſhall do no unrighteouſneſs in judgment —in 


Matt. vii. 12. + John vii. 51. t Prov. xviii. 13. 
4 | 


righteouſneſs 


righteouſneſs 2 judge thy neighbour &. 
And again—Fudge not, that ye be not judged; 
for with what judgment ye judge, ye ſhall be 
Judged, and with what meaſure ye mete, it 
ſhall be meaſured to you again F. 

Had you gone no farther than making 
up your own mind in my disfavour, on 
no evidence but the mere reports of others, 
who, perhaps, like yourſelf, have never 
examined the matter, even in this you 
would not have judged righteous judg- 
ment ; but when you endeavoured to 
prejudice others to make uſe of the in- 
fluence which you have over the minds of 
ſo many poor and ignorant people, to em- 
bitter their ſpirits againſt me, and to 
make even ſome of my friends evil- affected 
towards me; you then meted with a mea- 
fure, by which I hope it will never be 
meted to you again ; and that it may not, I 
would take the liberty of ſaying, that I 
wiſh you ſeriouſly to reflect on your pro- 
ceedings, how far they have been from 
bearing falſe witneſs againſt your neighbour 
(for, to ſay what is fa/ſe, or what you do 
not #now to be true, amount to pretty 
much the ſame) and how ſorry you ought 
to be, in that you have departed from 
that /aw of kindneſs, which ever has been, 


* Lev. xix. 15. T Matt. vii. Il, 2. t John vii. 24+ 
Ba and 
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and I truſt ever will be, the meaſure and 
rule of that affection, with which I am 


Very ſincerely yours, &c. 


P. S. In what you ſay about not read- 
ing Thelyphthora, nor ſuffering “ it to come 
* within your doors,” you put me in 
mind of a philoſopher of Florence, whoſe 
prejudices had taken ſo deep root, that he 
could never be perſuaded to look through 
one of Galileo's teleſcopes, leſt he ſhould 
tee ſomething in the heavens which 
might diſturb him in his belief of Ari/- 
totle's philoſophy. See Jones's Eflay on 
Nat. Phil. p. 191. | 


K 
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6 'To Mrs. — | 
5 April 6, 1787. 
Madam, 


O F all the letters which I have received 

on this occaſion, I cannot ſingle out 
one, which appears to me ſo adapted to 
ſhew the force of prejudice, as yours of the 
zd inſt, You are ſo civil, and ſo charit- 


able, as to ſay— © I cannot help com- 
08 N you to Voltaire; you, like him, 
66 


ave written againſt the religion of your 
« country, 


LE TTT Rah * 


* country, and to make the laws of the 
church contemptible ; and what you 
have ſaid againſt the marriage- act does 
* not diſcover much more veneration 
« for the laws of the fare.” In ſhort, 
Madam, you might have ſummed up all 
this in a much leſs compaſs, and called me 
heretic and rebel at once. 

As for Mr. de Voltaire, whoſe works I 
have read throughout, I think hjm the 
moſt ignorant and impudent blaſphemer 
of the Bible that ever yet appeared : but 
at the ſame time, I mult ſet him down as 
a lively and brilliant writer, and acknow- 
ledge, that no man ever attacked the ſu- 
perſtition, folly, and knavery of the church 
of Rome with ſo much genuine wit, or 
ever placed theſe in ſo contemptible a 
light, or with ſo much probability of max- 
ing them ridiculous, as Myr. de Voltaire. 
Pity, that while the acuteneſs of his ge- 
nius was cutting up the ares, the rooted 
infidelity of his heart was endeavouring to 
deſtroy the wheat alſo. 

Now, Madam, if you can produce me 

a fingle paſſage from my book, which, 
by any fairneſs of conſtruction, can tend 
to leſſen that reverence for the holy Scrip- 
tures, which, I can truly ſay, was one 
chief deſign of every volume to inculcate, 
1 will undertake (like Mucius Scevola, when 


B 3 [ay he 
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he had killed one of King Porſenna's no- 
bles) to commit (not only the book, but) 
the hand that wrote it to the flames. — 
- 80 much for my writing, like Voltaire, 
* againſt the religion of my country.” 

As to ** the laws of the church” — fo 
far as they agree with the Scriptures, I 
hold them in equal veneration — ſo far as 
they relate to things indifferent, I would, 
for peace ſake, obſerve them; but, fo far 
as any of them appear to me to con- 
tradict or oppoſe the law of Gop, I feel 
myſelf wiſhing for the zeal of our firſt 
Reformers to oppoſe them. So far as 
they are pregnant with the moſt apparent 
miſchiefs to the weaker ſex, in preventing 
thoſe claims on their /edycers which God's 
laws allow them, and are thus inſtrumen- 
tal in their ruin and deſtruction, I would 
with for Virgil's hundred tongues and 
mouths to declaim againſt them : and ſo 
far as © the laws of the church” miniſter 
to the cauſe of folly and ſuperſtition, I 
could wiſh for the wit, genius, and ſpirit 
of Voltaire to laugh them out of the 
world. | | 8 | 

With regard to © the laws of the ſtate,” 
you may, if you pleaſe, apply. to them 
what I have ſaid concerning“ the laws 
* of the church.” As for the marriage- 
ad, the frequent attempts which have 

| | been 
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been made to repeal it, and a bill for that 
purpoſe being very probably deſigned 
to be part of the buſineſs of every ſeſſion 
of parliament, till it is done, are evidences 
that I am by no means ſingular in my 
ſentiments on that ſubject, 

I intended to have added ſomething on 
the prejudices which ſeem to have ſuch 
full poſſeſſion of your mind; but as it 
would make this letter too long, I muſt 
defer it till a future opportunity, adding 
no more at this time, than that I am, 


Madam, | 
— Yours, &c, &c. 


* 


LET FSR, 
To the ſame. 


April 10, 1781. + 
Madam, 


A CCORDIN G to the expectation 
which 1 gave you in the concluſion 
of my laſt, I take up my pen again, in 
order to finiſh my anſwer to yours of the 
3d inſtant. | 
Voltaire, whom you mention, defines 
prejudice to be—une opinion ſans jugement. 
Phillips, in his dictionary, calls it, Raſh 
judgment before trial; prepoſſeſſion. But I 
think that Chambers explains it beſt, as — 


B 4 | a falſe 
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@ falſe nation or opinion of any thing, con- 


ceived without à due previous examination 


thereof. 


It needs very little argument to prove 
with what facility prejudice infinuates it- 
felf into the human mind, or with how 
much difficulty it can be eradicated : daily 
experience ſhews us both the one and the 
other. Whence ariſes that proneneſs to 
this vice (for a vicę it certainly is) which 
is obſervable in us all, it may be difficult 
to ſay; but may we not ſuppoſe it to ariſe 


from à certain weakneſs in the human 


mind, which in infancy we cannot be 
cohſcious of, and which in our riper 


years We do not ſufficiently attend to, 
that we may guard againſt it? However 


this may be, where ſhall we find the man 
Who hy not taken up ſome principle or 
other, and turned it into a notion or 
opinzon in his own mind, without due 
examination? 

I once knew a learned Phyfician, who 
even to the end of his life could never 
ſleep, unleſs his ſervant lay in the fame 
room with him. His opinion of ghofts 
and apparitions was ſo ftrong, that he 


would almoſt haye thought a man an in- 


fidel who had diſputed it; —in ſhort, the 


Fat ple who had the care of his infancy 
ad Hed this into his mind, it grew 


up 


(508 r S A Mr a_ 


up with him, he never loſt it. Many 
inſtances of this kind may be given, even 
in great, and learned, and wiſe men, in 
other reſpecis; whole folly and weakneſs 
in theſe may make us ſay, with Lord 
Cheſterfield, Ah poor human nature 

We may ſay of Prejudice, as is ſaid of 
the fand it makes us ſee things, not 
as they really are, but as repreſented to 
our imagination through ſome falſe me- 
dium. When this only affects ourſelves, 
it may, or may not, make us unhappy; 
this depends very much on the nature of 
the prejudice itſelf. Our poor old friend 
Mrs. ——, who was ſo wretched when 
any body laid their knife and fork acroſs 
at dinner, as not doubting but it was a 
preſage of ſome terrible cro/s which was 
to happen to herſelf, or to ſome other of 
the company, was a very miſerable wo- 
man: but our acquaintance Mrs. , 
who is firmly perſuaded that her two ſons 
will make their fortune, becauſe they are 
twins, and an hive of bees (warmed on 
her houſe the day on which they were 
born, is a very happy one. You know her 
ow: birth-day was on a firſt of April; are 
you ſure that her being capable of ſuch a 
notion was not greatly owing to that cir- 
cumſtance? Pardon me (as honeſt Vellum 
 fays) for being ocular, | 


I have 
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I have ſpoken of prejudices as they may 
affect ourſelves, but they are infinitely 
more ſerious when they affect other people. 
That I may confine myſelf to the princi- 
pal ſubje&t between us, I ſhall ſpeak of 
thoſe of the religious kind, and which, 
under the influence of a ſuperſtitious zeal, 


are not only very diſagreeable inhabitants 


in a man's own breaſt, but very trouble- 
ſome, and often dangerous, neighbours to 
thoſe who live within their reach. 

From theſe, indeed, ariſe thoſe baleful 


enemies to the rights and liberties of man 


kind, which (if they cannot enſlave the 
underſtanding and conſcience) will, if in their 
power, deſtroy their lives.— I mean in- 
tolerance and perſecution. What havoc have 
theſe made on the face of the earth ! what 
advantage have they given to the com- 
mon enemy! what arguments have they 
furniſhed againſt Chriſtianity, to thoſe, 
who, unacquainted with the hing ſelf, 
have miſapplied its ſacred name, to the 
_ profeſſion of ſomething that has been /o call- 
ed. What ſays Monſieur Freret ? ** $1 Dieu 


avait daigne ſe faire homme & juif, & 


* mourir en Paleſtine par un ſuplice infame 
«© pour expier les crimes du genre-humain, 
* & pour bannir le peche de la terre, il ne 
« devait plus y avoir ni peche ni crime: 
5 cependant les Chretiens - ont | ete. des 

* monſtres 


cc 
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F 


«© monſtres cent fois plus abominables que 


tous les ſectateurs des autres religions 
enſemble.” In order to prove his point, 


he mentions—** les maſlacres, les roues, les 
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gibets, & les buchers des Cevennes ; & 
pres de cent mille ames peries dans cette 
province ſous nos yeux; les maſſacres des 
vallees de Piemont, les maſſacres delaVal- 
teline du tems de Charles Borromee, les 
maſſacres des Anabaptiſtes maſſacreurs & 
maſſacres en Allemagne; les maſſacres 
des Lutheriens & de Papiſtes depuis 
le Rhin juſqu'au fond du nord ; les 
maſſacres d'Irlande, d Angleterre 6 
d' Ecoſſe du tems de Charles I. maſla- 
cre lui meme; les maſſacres ordonnes 


par Marie, & par Henri VIII. fon pere; 


les maſſacres de la St. Barthelemi en 
France, & quarante ans d'autres maſ- 
ſacres depuis Frangois II. juſqu'a Ventree 
de Henri IV. dans Paris; les maſſacres 
de Vinquiſition peut- etre plus abomi- 
nables encor, parce qu'ils ſe font ju- 
ridiquement; enfin les maſſacres de 
douze millions d'habitans du nouveau 
monde executesle crucifix à la main: ſans 
compter tous les maſſacres faits pre- 
cedemment au nom du Jeſus Chriſt depuis 
Conſtantin, & ſans compter encore plus 


de vingt ſchiſmes, & de vingt guerres de 


Papes contre Papes, & d' Eveques contre 
« Eveques, 


* 
95 
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«© Eveques, les empoiſonnemens, les aſ- 
0 ſaſſinats, les rapines des Papes Jean XI. 
« Jean XII. des Jean XVIII. des Gre- 
& goire VII. des Boniface VIII. des Alex- 
% andre VI. & de tant d'autres Papes 
qui paſſerent de ſi loin en ſcelerateſſe 
„ les Neron, & les Caligula.” He re- 
marks, that this dreadful ſucceſſion of 
religious quarrels for 1,400 years together, 
never ſubſiſted but among the Chri/- 
Hans. 

Alas, Madam, what ſhall we ſay to ſuch 
things? can, we deny them?—We cannot— 
ſhould we attempt it, the hiſtories of the 
ſeveral times abovementioned would ſtare 
us in the face, and convict us of falſe- 
hood. Can we juſtify, or even palliate 
them ? No—every fecling of humanity 
muſt ſhudder at them—every principle of 
truth and juſtice muſt condemn and ab- 
hor them. 


O what are theſe! 
- Death's mini ers, not men, wha thus deal death 
Inbumanly to men, and multiply 
Ten thouſand fold the fin of him who ſlew 
His brother: for of whom ſuch maſſacre 
Hake they but of their brethren, men of men? 
MIL ro. 


But what ink do they furniſh 
againſt the truth of the New Te eflament 1 
one—but, on the ear a very con- 
cluſive 


4 
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cluſive and unanſwerable one for its moſt 
certain truth. Theſe things were foretold, 
they have been fullfilled ; and to urge the 
fulfilment of prophecy, even in the very 
letter of it, as an argument againſt the 
truth of the book which contains it, is 
worthy the candour of Mr. De Voltaire, 


and the diſcernment of Monſieur Freret. 


When I conſider the length of this let- 
ter, and how much longer I muſt make 
it in order to finiſh what I have to fay 
on this ſubject, and, at the fame time, 
that an engagement calls me out, I muſt 
bid you adieu ; and only add, that, as foon 
as I can find time to write, you ſhall hear 


Madam, 
Yours, &c. 


again from, 


— FF ng atts 04 fig: 
LETTER IV. 
To the Reverend Mr, G—. 


i Wh Dots; « April 14th 1781. 
Reverend Sir, J 

T*Hough I have not the pleaſure of a 
1 pertonal acquaintance with you, yet 
E efteem your character: and not the leſs, 
for the freedom which you uſe with me 
1 On 
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on the ſubject of my book. You ſay, that 
you *© ſhould have highly approved and 
* admired it, if I had omitted the topics 
* of Polygamy and Concubinage.” — In an- 
ſwer to which, I can only ſay, that writing 
a treatiſe, which ſo much concerns the 
ſubject of marriage, in all the various 
forms, circumſtances, and modes, in which 
it has appeared ſince the beginning of the 
world, and that on the foundation of the 
Bible, and omitting the topics which you 
complain of as * being liable to give 
* offence, would be like an anatomiſt 
reading a lecture, or publiſhing a treatiſe, 
on the anatomy of the human frame, and 
leaving out ſome parts of the body, for 
fear of offending his pupils, or his rea- 
ders. I truſt and hope, that whatever 
the Gop of Heaven has deigned to men- 
tion in his word, I never ſhall be aſhamed 
either to ſpeak of or write upon.. Offence 
may be taken at this, but I am ſure none 
RE, | 2 55 
You agree with me, that ** the crimes 
* of adultery and ſeduction are grown to 
* an enormous heighth, and if any ex- 
% pedient could be thought on to check 
„ them in the rapid progreſs they. are 
* daily making, it would be a great bleſ- 
fing.“ I would wiſh you to reflect on 
the truth contained in this conceſſion, as 


it 
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it may furniſh you with an anſwer to that 
part of your letter, wherein you aſk me, 
how 1“ could ſpend ſo much time, and 
* take ſo much pains, on points which 
* are ſettled by the laws of church and 
c ſtate, and cannot be altered.” —1 have 
red that the laws of the Medes and Per ſians 
could not be altered, but I am confident 
that the laws of Gop ought not to be 
altered; and that, if the preſumption of 
mankind hath gone fo far as to a/ter them, 
another alteration ſhould take place, and 
they ſhould again be reſtored to their due 
honour ; this I take to be the only expe- 
dient for bringing that fing among us 
which you ſeem ſo much to with for. If 
we look back ſomething above 200 years, 
you will find that the laws both of church 
and ſtate were ſo framed, as, in all human 
appearance, to leave but an hopeleſs proſ- 
pect of alteration; yet men arole, ws 
with the Bible in their hands, were mig 
through Gop, to pull down ſirong Fg: 
and now we find, that the laws both of 
church and fate protect men in profeſſing, 
what in thoſe days they would have 
burned them alive for beleving. 

You allow, that “ thoſe compulſory 
e [aws of Exod. xxii. 16. and Deut. xxii. 
5 28, 29. might be very proper among the 
© Jews, but we are Cor! Nians. Les, 

888 +." "a 
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| but we are men of like paſſions with them, 

bl! and the Jews were men of like paſſions with 

vo us; and I own, that I cannot eaſily be 

made to conceive, that any laws can be ſo 
well adapted to regulate either thoſe paſ- 

ſions themſelves, or to prevent or puniſh the 

bad effects and evil conſequences of them, 

as thoſe which He, who Enoweth whereof 
We are made, once revealed as His vill, 

moſt evidently for that purpoſe. 

« But we are Chriſtians,” —WELL for us 
if we are, not only in profeſſion, but in 
belief and practice; I know no higher 
evidence of this, than being followers of 
Chrift in his zeal and veneration for the 
laws of His heavenly Father, which He 
came not to deſiroy but to fulfil; He has 
taught us to believe, that there is not a 
jet or tittle of the Jaw, but is fixed on a 
baſis more ſolid, firm, and irremoveable, 
than the pillars of heaven and earth. 
118 Notwithſtanding all this, we are to 
ſuppoſe, that new diſpenfation we 
|. . © live under,” as you ſpeak, has abro- 
| « gated theſe laws, and given us others, 
| more pure, and holy, and perfect.“ Stop, 
dear Sir, take care, you are at the edge of 
= a dangerous precipice: more pure, holy, 
and perfect, than what? than the laws 
of. Jebovab Himſel Do you mean this? 
* — Given us by whom ? a BEING more 
| | pur Cs 
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pure, holy, and perfect, than the LAw- 
G VER of Mount Sinai? Take care, Sir, 
moderate your zeal —you are treading on 
holy ground—look to your ſteps—open 


your eyes—ſee where you are going—you 


ſay more than you mean—charity forbids 


me to think you can mean what you ſay.,— 
You are heated—be cool—reflect. 


I am, Sir, 
Your real well-wiſher 
and humble ſervant, &c. 


Er 


To Mrs. K. 


| April 20th, 1781. 
Madam, bs 

At laſt find time to take up my pen, 

in order to proſecute the ſubje& on 
which I have already written ſo much. 

We have ſeen the workings of prejudice 
and blind zcal, with their attendants, into- 
lerance and perſecution, as manifeſted in 
the ſhort, but dreadful, hiſtory of their 
exploits in the Chriſtian world. It is our 
mercy, that their talons are cut, their teeth 
are broken, they are reſtrained of their 
tyranny, and they can no longer (like 


their 
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their father the Devil) go about as roar- 
ing lions, ſeeking whom they may devour. 
That glorious act of Chriftian liberty, that 
Magna Charta of religious conſcience, 
which paſſed on the acceſſion of King 
William and Queen Mary, has baniſhed 
their tortures, cut down their gibbets, 
put out their fires. Gop forbid that 
this kingdom fhould ever be cheated or 
deluded into a re-admiſſion of them! I 
tremble at the very thought! 

But though, as matters now ſtand, 
theſe are no longer to be looked upon, or 
dreaded, as national evils among us of this 
© Proteſtant country—yet the human heart 
is juſt the ſame; prejudice, ſuperſtition, and 
blind zeal, and of courte intolerance and 
perſecution, ſtill come from within, and defile 
the man; therefore they ſtill will make 
uſe of all the power, and of all the 
weapons which they have left. Firſt, let 
us ſay, the tongue; this is a very dead] 
inſtrument, and well deſcribed in the lan- 
guage of inſpiration by the apoſtle James *, 
as 4 fire—a world of iniquity. So is the 
tongue among our Alen that it defileth 
the whole body, and ſetteth on fire the courſe 
of nature, and it is ſet on fire of hell. The 
W no man tame, it is an unruly 


* James! illi. * 
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evil—full of deadly poiſon. Therewith bleſs 


2we Gop, even the Father, and therewith 
curſe we men, which are made after the 


fimilitude of God, Out of the ſame mouth 
proceedeth bleſſing and curſing. My brethren, 


theſe things ought not ſo to be. 
Another inſtrument of z2tolerance and 
perſecution is the pen; this is a {till more 


| hurtful engine of miſchief than the other; 


words ſpoken may be loſt and forgotten, 
but that which is written muſt remain; 
and, as it is diſſeminated and ſpred abroad, 
it carries its miſchief with it, where we 
perhaps can never come ourſelves, Still 
worſe than all other vehicles of ſcandal is 
the preſs, as ſtill more conducive, not only 
to the ſpreading and propagation, but to 
the permanence of that miſchief which a 
man chuſes his neighbour ſhall ſuffer from 
him. 

How any mortals could ever think, that 
torturing, impriſoning, burning their fel- 
low-creatures, becauſe they might differ 
from ſome commonly-received religious 
opinion, in their ſentiments, could tend 
to inſtruction or conviction; or ſerve the 
cauſe of truth; is as abſurd as it is wicked 
and barbarous : this I am certain of, what- 
ever opinion I might entertain of my own 
ſentiments, I ſhould have a very bad opi- 
nion of his religious ſyſtem, who could in- 


a2 jure 
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jure me on account of mine, — The man 
who receives, and takes a pleaſure, as well 
as much pains, to ſpread an evil report of 
his neighbour, becauſe he does not think 
with him, certainly does what miſchief he 
can ; and by the ſame rule, and from the 
ſame motive, that he does this, would ſtill 
do more were it in his power; no thanks 
to him that more is not done! 

And as this inhuman method of contro- 
verſy can carry no conviction with it to any 
reaſonable mind, but, as I ſhould think, 
juſt the contrary, one ſhould. hope the 
ſlanderer would be apprized of this, and 
feel ſome ſhame ariſe ffom his diſappoint- 
ment.—Not in the leaſt; he writes—he 


prints — he publiſhes his venom, and is 


weak enough to tell all the world of his 
inconſiſtency; that he is profeſ/ing one 
thing, pradtifing another; profeſſing to be- 
lieve that 400+ which commands him of 
to raiſe a falſe report, nor put his hand with 
the wicked to be an unrighteous witneſs *, and 
yet doing both in the very face of the ſun. 


If this be not a prefeſiing to know GOD, 


but in works denying him , I know not 
what is. 


Now, if inſtead of this, men would. 


® Exod, xxiii. 1. + Titus i. 16. 
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calmly ſearch and try what they hear and 
read, not by their own prejudices and pre- 
conceived notions, but by their Bzb/es, and 
from thence draw arguments which might 
tend to convince their opponents, by in- 
forming them better, they would at leaſt 
gain one advantage, that of the approba- 
tion of their own conſciences, if not the 
farther advantage ſtill, of being led to the 
knowledge of ſome important truth, which 
before they were either unacquainted with, 
or had miſtaken. 

But to what end, after all, doth it ſerve, 
to perſecute, or revile, or abuſe a man, be- 
cauſe, in ſome opinion, he may differ from 
us ?—a reaſonable, candid, and calm mind, 
which has nothing but fruth for its ob- 
ject, will conſider with caution and deli- 
beration, and if it has a writer and infal- 
ible evidence, to which it may have re- 
courſe, it will fix on the; well knowing, 
that a good man may be miſtaken, or a 
man of an oppoſite eharacter may be in the 
right. Where facts are concerned, which 
only lie in the knowledge of the parties, 
the good or bad character of a witneſs 
mulſt greatly affect his credibility; but where 
there is written teſtimony, whereon. peo- 
ple's interpretations may be different, that 
written teſtimony muſt ſpeak for itſelf. 
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Two advocates may argue differently on 
the conitruction of an act of Parliament, 
and in their heat be very abuſive on each 
other; the fudge pays no regard to this, ſo 
as to decide on the part of the man whoſe 
talent for ſcandal and abuſe is the moſt 
eminent, and of courſe, againſt the party 
who fails in this accompliſument; he diveſts 
himſelf of all prejudice, he calls for the 
act of Parliament, he looks into it, and 
determines, on the beſt lights whichhe can 
derive from his own judgment and diſcre- 
tion, on the words of the law. —He conſi- 
ders its intention from the * preamble, 
and conſtrues the ſeveral enacting clauſes 
moſt agreeably to this, knowing that this 
is the. only ſatisfactory way to his own 


_ conſcience, to acquit himſelf uprightly in 


his office. 
Thus ſhould all who have a proper re- 


card to truth, and who, like the upright 


judge, have no other cauſe to ſerve, try 
and. examine a publication; not by the 
prejudices of others, or by their own ; not 
by taking offence againſt the author, be- 
cauſe he is reviled and abuſed, and thus 
condemn his book becauſe they diflike his 


character from believing the evil which: 1 7 


Lord Coke calls the preamble, the FR to an act of 


Parliament. 


ſpoken 


; 
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ſpoken of him; but they will (if it be on 


religious opinions) call for the great Sta- 
tute Book, they will compare one part with 


another, comparing ſpiritual things with 


ſpiritual (as the Apoſtle ſpeaks) ; they will 


not reſt their determination on the mere 
ſound of words, and this in a tranſlation, 
of ſome ſingle text taken by itſelf ; but 
they will, if able, firſt conſult the origi- 
nal, that they may know what Gop really 


ſays, not what a fallible (tho' excellent) 


tranſlation makes him ſay; they will con- 
ſtrue one part by another, and then, taking 
the whole together, make up their mind, 


form their judgment, deliver their opi- 


nion. 


I have frequently heard an advocate em- 
ploy all his abilities in brow - beating, 
abuſing, and, by every method in his 
power, diſtreſſing a witneſs againſt him; 
but I never knew a cauſe where this was 
done, that was not rotten at bottom; and 


therefore, ſuch mean and ſcandalous at- 


tempts to miflead a jury from the merits 
of the queſtion before them, are uſually 
occalioned from a conſciouſneſs of this, 
and (if the jury are men of ſenſe and ho- 
neſty) as uſually end in the ſhame of the 
advocate, and the confuſion of his client. 


I leave you and Mr. — to apply 
what I ſay. As to what you obſerve 
C 4 about 
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about convincing my adverſaries,” I can 
only anſwer — ** they have Moss and 
« the PROPHETS, let them hear them — 
«& If they hear not MosEs and the PRo- 
ce PHETS, neither will they be perſuaded, 
&* though one roſe from the dead.” 

One thing 1 can aſſure you of, which 
is, that I had rather forgive and love one 
of them, than bring over a dozen of them 
to my opinion. 

Jam, 


Madam, 
Yours, &c. 


irn n 


To the Reverend Mr. 8—. 


May 7, 1781. 


Shut, ſhut the door, good John / fatigued I ſaid, 
& Tie up the knocker, ſay I'm ſick, I'm dead.” 


I CAN now conceive what Pope 1s ſup- 
poſed to have felt, when he wrote the 
beginning of this epiſtle to Dr. Arbuth- 
nat; becauſe I have been peſtered with 
letters: ſome from thoſe I do know, ſome 
from thoſe I do not know, ſome from thoſe 
whom I hope I never ſhall know, and ſome 
from 
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from popes who ſeem to have but a 
very flight acquaintance with themſelves. 
From the abſurdity and folly of moſt 
of theſe performances, I ſhould almoſt 
think, that the Gooſe, when bereft of its 
quills, communicates ſomething of its 
genius and underſtanding to ſuch writers: 
though with regard to many of them, if 
what is faid of the fretful Porcupine be 
true, that he ſets up his quills in anger, 
and darts them at thoſe who approach 
him, I ſhould imagine, that this animal 
had furniſhed my correſpondents, if not 
with inſtruments to write irh, yet with 
the temper they write in. But they 
would be more angry ſtill if they knew 
all ; for they have not been able once to 
put me out of humour, either with y- 
ſelf or my boot. When the wind fits in 
the ſouth-weſt, it is apt to whiſtle through 
the key-hole of my ſtudy, and this is 
worſe to me than all they have faid : ſome 
indeed have made me laugh, and, like the 
famous philoſopher of Abdera, Democritus, 
treat their folly with riſibility. Others 
have rather inclined me to be on the ſide 
of the Ephgſian Heraclitus, and to mourn - 
over, what I cannot laugh at, however 
fooliſh, becauſe theſe have levelled their 
Jolly at ſerious things, 
0 | How 
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How would Democritus have ſhook his 
ſides at the following! 
6 Ravarent Sur, 
« im a oman grifd in ſpurit at u ſhud 
bee the other of LIF FO RI it is a grate 
finne an the minſtur ſais as how the 
* deevil rote it all downe for u an bid us 
* not rede it as he nevor wud himſelfe 
* he is a god man an wuld not ſai ſoe 
if was not tru ſoe noe more at praſen 
from ur affelcted ſarvant at comand.” 
„FP. S. i wunce thout u an angle.” 
Don't you think a Miniſter well ſet 
to work, to warn his congregation againſt 
a- book which he never has red, and which 
three-fourths of them cannot read? he 
certainly ſpent his time about as pro- 
fitably, as Dr. > Who preached, to 
the malefactors at Oxfcrd, the condemned 
ſermon, in which he very /earnedly ex- 
plained the dimenſions and proportions 
of Solomon's Temple, to the no ſmall edi- 
fication of two or three poor wretches, 
with ropes about their necks, and who 
had not 24 hours to live. 15 
I ſeldom pay the leaſt regard to anony- 
mous letters; they deſerve, and therefore 
are committed to, the fire; but the above 
is a real treaſure, for it contains the guin- 
teſſence of all the ' candor, good: ſenſe, and 
liberality of ſentiment, which the poſt has 
brought 


« 


* 
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brought me from many quarters. We 
have alſo, in the above, a ſad emblem 
of the dominion ſuch Minſturs have over 
the underſtandings and conſciences of their 
poor ignorant hearers. I have no fort of 
doubt, but ſuch an ignorant creature as 
this firmly believes that ori was 
% rote downe by the deev,” and main- 
tains it, almoſt as an article of her creed, 
that whatever her Minſtur ſays mulſt' be 
true, and if the aforeſaid Minſtur ſhould 
veer about, and declare that it was “ rote 
by an Angle, ſhe would believe it juſt 
as firmly, and I thould become an Angle 
once more in her opinion. 

For my own part, I think, that where 
ignorance is the mother of opinion, it muſt 
be alſo, in a great meaſure, the other of 
ſuch people's devotion.— Biſbop Burnet, in 
his Hiſtory of the Reformation, ſomewhere 
obſerves, that the /ermons of the Popiſh 
prieſts, and monks, who were in high 
eſteem and credit with the ignorant vulgar, 
did more harm to the Reformers than an 
thing elſe. As to the Minſtur, who could 
be capable of ſuch an aflertion concern- 
ing a book which he never red—Mr. 
W——, who, you know, has quarrelled 
with almoſt every conſonant in the al- 
phabet which preſumes to begin a word, 
would ſay, that ſuch a um- mum iniſter is 

| more 
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more worthy of a pe- pe- pe- pe- illory than 
of a pou- pou- pou-ulpit. 
Pray give my beſt compliments to Mrs. 
, and believe me 
Lours, &c. 
«« The other of Ii fori.“ 
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To the Reverend Mr. —. 


| June 4, 1781. 
Reverend, and dear Sir, 
UR friend Mr. T brought me 
yours of May the 3oth : though this 

be the date, yet the length of it rather 
makes me -ſuppoſe, that more days than 
one were employed in writing it ; however, 
it contains nothing new-—ni/ dictum quod 
non diftum prius. I always thought you a 
good - natured man, and have ſeen you 
under circumſtances, wherein your temper 
and conduct ſeemed to give me the higheſt 


confirmation of that opinion. I would 


not eafily be perſuaded that I have been 
miſtaken; but there are many parts of your 
letter, which favour of a ' bitterneſs of 
ſpirit, and violence of temper, which have 
evaporated on this occaſion, and too plain- 


ly 
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ly convince me, that you are more like 

* other people than you think yourſelf, or 

than I once thought you to be. But what 

is {till worſe than any thing you have ſaid 

to me, is, that you have ſet yourſelf in 
the /corner's chair, and have indulged your 

vein for pleaſantry by ridiculing /acred 

things. 

As far as you endeavour to ſet me right 
where you think me miſtaken, I take it 
kindly ; in this you are my friend, and 
the more pains you take to ** conſider the 
matter, the more am I obliged to you; 
but when you loſe your gocd-humour, 
grow angry and abuſive, and make uſe of 
unhandſome language, to convey very in- 
decent and cruel inſinuations, you act as 
my enemy, but are, indeed and in truth, 
much more your own. You break through 
that divine command Let all your things 
be done with charity * —-you loſe ſight of 

that lovely grace, 1o. beautifullyMeſcribed 
1 Cor. xiii. and ſeem to forget, that, 
without it, we are nothing, and indeed 
worſe than nothing, before Gop. I have 
learned, ſaid good Biſhop Hall (or Be- 
veridge, I forget which) to be angry and 
fin not , by being angry at nothing but 
fin; and indeed, this is the only juſti- 


* x Cor, xvi. 14. + Epheſ, iv. 26. 
fiable 
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fiable object of anger.—lt is recorded of our 
Bleſſed Saviour, that He looked round about 
on them (his bitter foes the Phariſees) with 
anger then follows— being grieved for the 
hardneſs of their hearts *.—T wiſh you to 
make your uſe of this, and to improve it 
for your inſtruction ; if it ſhould make 
you angry with yourſelf on this occaſion, 
it will do you no harm, but if it ſhould 
prevent you from being angry at other 
people, it will do you a great deal of 


good. 


Ira furor brevis eft,—I therefore no 
more mind what a man fays when he is 
angry, than when he is nad. The effects 
of theſe are pretty much the ſame, but 
the cauſes of them are very different ; the 


one 'is a diſeaſe, and, like others, invo- 
luntary and accidental ; the other ariſes 
from a inful principle in our fallen na- 
ture, which kindles its fire from our pride, 
augments its flame from our love of 
revenge for ſome ſuppoſed injury offered to 


our ſuppoſed dignity, and at laſt blazes 


forth in acts of violence towards the per- 
ſons of our fellow- creatures, either as to 


their bodily hurt, the deſtruction of their 


peace, reputation, and good name, and 
even, in ſome inſtances, to the deſtruction 


* Mark iii. 5. 
of 
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of their lives. Under the influence of 
this, the tongue (as St. James * ſpeaks) 
becomes a fire —à world of iniquity—ſets on 


fire the whole courſe of nature, and is itſelf 


ſet on fire of hell, What the Apoftle here 
ſays of the tongue, we may ſay alſo of the 
pen; it is equally true of the preſ5—and, as 
a proof of theſe poſitions, I would hold 
up certam letters, yours particularly, and 
certain pamphlets, to view, and ſay—ECCE 
SIGNA | 

As to your long ſtricture, and the ap- 
peal you make to other people's notions 
on the ſtory of the woman of Samaria, 
you muſt excuſe my diſmiſſing it with a 
very few words. I do not form my con- 
jectures of the paſſage from prejudice of 
education, or from any other prejudice of 
any kind, nor from “ primitive fathers, 
* faithful church-hiſtories of antient time 
(Query which be Zhey? } the canons of 
“ the church, the decrees of councils,” 
from the firſt that ever was held fince the 
Apoſiles' time, to the council of Trent, or 
any later council incluſive; nor from 
26 Geo. II. c. 33. nor any other tradition 
of men, which I believe to have been all 
equally out of the contemplation of Christ 


in what he ſaid, and therefore all equally . 


* See James iti, 5, &c. 
10 out 
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out of the queſtion: but I form my judg- 
ment on the ba/is of the Jeroiſb law, by 
which I mean, the law of Gop delivered 
to Moſes, and by him to the Fews; and I 
form my judgment on Zhis, becauſe I 
know no other on which our Bleſſed Lord 
ever formed his. Now, if conſiſtentiy with 
this Law, you can prove, that every woman 
who was married to a man who had a prior 
wife living, had no huſband—or that every 
woman who cohabited with a man, with- 
out ſome outward rite or ceremony firſt 
performed, had no huſband—then you will 
not only, in part at leaſt, prove your 
point, but thoroughly eſtabliſh that ſen- 
timent of Monſ. de Voltaire, which he 
borrowed from Lord Bolingbroke, viz. 
L' Hiſtoire Juive eſt qu un tifſu de forfaits 
conſacres ; or, in plain Engliſh—that ** the 
«« Jewiſh hiſtory, as recorded in the Old 
« Teſtament, is no better than a com- 
« plication of conſecrated crimes.” 


You muſt permit me, without entering 


any deeper into the controverſy, to con- 
clude with the following argument, which 


I mean as a full and final anſwer to your 
four pages on the ſubject. 

Whatſoever is not conſonant with the 
law of Gop, as delivered in the Old Teſ- 
tament, is not the true interpretation of 


But 


* FF 


LETTER VI. 33 


But your interpretation of Chriſt's 
words, John iv. 17. is not conſonant 
with the law of Gop, as delivered in the 
Old Teſtament. 

Ergo, It is not a true interpretation of 
the paſſage in queſtion. 
Or, | | 

Whatſoever contradicts the Old Teſta- 
ment, cannot be a true interpretation of 
any paſſage in the New Teſtament, 

But your interpretation of CHRIST's 
words, Jobn iv. 17. contradicts the Old 
Teſtament. 

Ergo, It cannot be a true interpretation. 
You may, if you pleaſe, transfer theſe 
arguments to your interpretation of o- 
r committeth adultery, Matt. xix. . 
and to your ſtrictures on 1 Cor. vii. 2; nor 
can I imagine that you or I, or indeed 
any body elſe, will read the New Teſta- 
ment ſo as to underſtand it (in very many 
places) unleſs we take the Old Teſta- 
ment for our interpreter. Be aſſured, that 
| God's word is the beſt comment on /f. 
Wiſhing you all happineſs, at eſpe- 
_ cially which reſults from a meek and quiet 
ſpirit, which is in the fight of GOD of great 


price, I remain, Yours, &c. 


P. 8. See Whitby's note on Jobn iv. 18. 
— and Pole Syn. on verſe 17, 18; where 
D you 
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you will find no ſmall juſtification of the 
ſuppoſition in Thelypthora— that ſhe had 
another huſband living. This from Gro- 
tius— Lightfoot — Maldonatus. 


LETTER VIII. 
To W. D. Eſquire. 


June 15th, 1781. 

My dear Sir, 
E are highly entertained with your 
letter; the verſes are excellent. How 
happy am I, to think that Thelyph:hora has 
occaſioned ſo much erudition and enter- 
tainment! has brought to light ſo many 
geniuſes for criticiſm,” both in verſe and 
pref, which, but for this occaſion, might 

ave deprived the world of much inſtruc- 
tion and amuſement, by living and dying 
in total obſcurity : now they Fr holden 
themſelves forth to ' obſervation. The 
worſt (perhaps you'll ſay the 6%) is, that 
their fires are too bright and dazzling, (or, 
if you pleaſe, too glaring) to bear much 
looking at, and too fierce to laſt long. — 
They ſeem to me- to make no ſort of 
ſcruple as to what they ſay—or write 
true or falſe—ſenſe or nonſenſe—any thing 
that comes uppermoſt will fill a pamphlet, 
and ſerve for abuſe. Like Sir John Falftaff”'s 
; : ragamuthns 
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ragamuffins — © Tuſh,” faith he, “ go 
« to—mortal nien—mortal men—they' Il 
« fill a pit as well as better men.“ 

As for ſcandal and abuſe, they are the 
very life of the cauſe; they commonly ell 
well: a panegyric would moulder in a 
bookſeller's ſhop, while a /zbe/ was going 
through a dozen editions. This ſort of au- 
thors apply abuſe, as ſome brewers are ſaid to 
do the poiſonous berry called cocculus indicus, 
when they would give a colour of ſtrength 
to their beer, and in order to fave malt 
and hops; ſo theſe writers, to make up 
for deficiency of ſound argument and 
pertinent obſervation, deal in icandal and 
abuſe, not at all concerning themſelves, 
like the aforeſaid brewers, what miſchief 
they are doing to other p-ople. 

I would excuſe the badneſs of Mr. 
s rhymes, if he woulda bur have given 
us a littlereaſon; but where there is neither 
rhyme nor reaſon, he muſt excuſe my an- 


| ſwering, and that for the beſt of reaſons, 


which is, that I cannot un.icritand him. 
I dare ſay he thinks he underſtands pimſel, 5 
ſo let 38 ſufice. 

Did you ever meet with the curious 
Epitaph on a Mrs. Greenwood, at Soly- 


hull, in Warwickſhire, ſaid to be written 


by a Dr. Greenwood, her ſurviving huſ- 
band, and Rector of that par:ſh : ? Ir not, 
you will be pleaſed to fo it, as a very i in- 


D 2 genious 


— — 
* — — ¶ l—— — - 


to Mrs. D 
ſhe will no longer praiſe Mr. — 's$ 
ſatire on Thelyphthora, for its originality in 

point of rhymes —Dr. Greenwood certainly 
led the way, and Mr. —— has followed, at 
an humble diſtance, it is true, but ſtill is 
an imitator of the above great original.— 

I think gor ſhould be inferted in the 
next edition of Byſhe's Art of Poetry, for 
the benefit of young ſtudents in rhyme, 

_ whole genius leads them either to the 

* fatyrical, or elegiacal and monumental fpecies 
of compoſition. works 
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genious model of that kind of writing, in 
which the verſes which you ſend me are 
compoſed-—Le voici 


© O cruel death! thou haſt cut down 

The faireſt Greenwood in all this kingdom! 

« Her virtues and her qualities were ſuch, 

« She really deſerv'd a Lord or a Judge; 

« But her great piety and humility 

«© Made her prefer a Doctor of Divinity: 

% For which heroic action, join'd to all the reſt, 
% Made her juſtly be eſteem'd the Phoenix of her 

« ſex; | 

* And, like that bird, her young ſhe did beget, 

«« 'To comfort thoſe her loſs has made diſconſolate. 
No my grief for this good woman is fo ſore, 
That really I can write but two lines more; 
4 For this, and for one other good woman's ſake, 


„Let never bliſters be apply'd to a lying- in wo- 


& man's back.“ 


I defire you will give my compliments 
„and tell her, that I hope 


I look 


"cc 
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I look on iuch ſatyriſis, whether in 
werſe or proſe, to be of the flea kind, full 


of venom, but without power of doing any 


hurt that is eſſential; therefore you will 
give me credit, when I aſſure you, that I 
eſteem the verſes, and the two pamphlets 
which you ſend me, as of no higher con- 
ſequence, either to me or my boo, than ſo 
many flea-bztes. I might carry on the 
metaphor {till farther, and add, that as 
dirtineſs is ſaid to breed flegs, ſo low, nar- 
row, ignorant, mean, prejudiced, and 


illiberal minds, breed this kind of criti- 


ciſins. 

As for your ** periadical critics,” as 
you ſtyle them, they are the growth of 
other countries as well as this; abuſe is a 
very profitable branch of their trade, 
which, but for His, would be very lack, 
for reaſons which I have obſerved before 
in this letter; it is their vacation, and you 
know“ it is no fin for a man to labour 
« in his vocation.” — Voltaire ſays “ Le 
« monde eſt inonde des ſotiſes de ces foli- 

culaires, qui mordent parcequ' ils ont 
faim, et qui gagnent leur pain a dire 
* des plates injures.” Of others hg 
ſays— | | 

„Et ces gredins, qui, d'un air Magiſtral, 

“Pour quinze ſous grifonnant un journal, 


66 S par ſa ſotiſe, 
Vont ſes quarrant, ep princes de l'Egliſe. “ 


D 3 J return 


Dr rn vi. 
I return you your Gel Magazine ; 


and am, 

Dear Sir, 

Yours, &c. 
emo neem = - 
EE T3 6: Ks 
To the ſame. 
July 4th, 1781. 
Dear Sir, 


1 HAVE received yours of June zoth, 
in anſwer to mine of the 17th. — 
You ſay, that I ſhould have ſpoken more 
reſpectfully of your ** periodical critics,” 
for that you are credibly informed, that 
* a certain Right Reverend Prelate wrote 
ce the articles on Thelyphthora.” — Where 
you had your intelligence I cannot ſay, but 
I think it rather an ill compliment to his 
lordſhip that you ſhould credit ſuch a re- 
port. Every body knows that his lord- 
ſhip is learned, polite, and ſenfible — na 
writing could therefore come from him, 
totally diveſted of even a trace of good- 
manners, Nor could the maſterly, ele- 
gant, and judicious author of the Ne 
tiones, turn quibbler upon words, or endea- 

| | vour 
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vour to perſuade us, that, becauſe p27 or 
ITpecι‚ον]]]Wů mean ſimply and literally at- 
& fachment and adberence, when taken 
alone, therefore they are not to be under- 
ſtood as expreſſive of a particular kind of 
attachment and adberence, when found in 
connection with a ſubject which muſt im- 
port it. Nor would he, in ſupport of a 
quibble, have ſent us to Deut. iv. 4. Joſh. 
XX111. 8. to help himſelf out with a falſe 
concluſion ; viz. that, becauſe the adbe- 
rence and attachment there expreſſed by 
the word pa- cannot have a carnal idea, 
therefore it has not ſuch an idea Gen. ii, 
24. where the junction of the man with his 
woman is the ſubject, by which they be- 
come one fleſh. His lordſhip could be no 
ſtranger to that invariable rule of right in- 
terpretation — Taha ſunt prædicata, qualia 
ex premiſſis ſuis permittuntur eſſe. 

As a ſenſible man, he could never 
garble a parcel of incoherent and uncon- 
need paſſages together (as Sancho did his 
proverbs) and all this to prove, in fact, 


that the adjefive idioe is not emphatical 


where it is not found, therefore it is not 
emphatical where it is found. Nor would 
the judicious and learned Prelate have told 
us, that the verb eq to have (which has 
almoſt an infinity of meanings) * ſimply 
means preſent tenure, and poſſeſſion; ergo, 
6 W4 -- 
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&« it does not ſignify to poſſeſs, retain, 
* which is to continue the poſſeſſion of.“ 
How a man can have preſent tenure and 
poſſeſſion of a thing, any longer than he 
poſſeſſes, retains, or continues the poſſeſſion of 
it, and ſo vice ver/a, I believe to be be- 
yond the learned Prelate's underſtanding 
to diſcover.— Therefore, for theſe, and for 
many other reaſons, which ariſe in every 
part of the critique, I do conceive the 
whole to be the genuine, pure, unadul- 
terated, manufacture of Grub-ſtreet. 

I have neither time nor inclination to 
enter farther into the temptation to con- 
* troverſy” which you /ay before me, with 
reſpect to the pamphlet you mention. Lay 
your Bibie open before you, conſult the 
texts which he quotes, and if they do not 
give you a complete and ſufficient refuta- 
tion of all he ſays, they will do leſs for 
you, than they have done for 

2 | | Yours, &c, 


P.S. Ar. Mont. does certainly render 
the paſſage in Deut. iv. 4. by © adbæ- 
& rentes 1N Domino — and that in Joſh. 
xxiii. 8. by Id Domino adbareatis — and 
very rightly, as moſt agreeable to the He- 
brew idiom, and to the meaning of the 
text. If you aſk me, what is meant by 
adhering id TFehovah ? I refer you, for a 
| e & _ ſpiritual 
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ſpiritual expoſition of it, to John xv. 1, 
&c. where our Bleſſed Saviour ſets it forth 
under the emblem of the adherence and 
abiding of branches IN a vine. Paul writes 
to the church of the B as — IN 
God the Father, and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt *. 

e ſpeaks of ſome that were iN CurIsT 
(ev Xpioro) before Him . By all which 
paſſages, and others which you may eaſily 
refer to, is held forth to us, that real, 

though myſterious, union of the ſoul with 
the divine object of its Faith, hope, and love: 
inſomuch that he who is joined to the 
Lord, or, according to the Hebrew idiom, 
adbereth IN the Lord t. is one ſpirit. 


LY _— 


een 
To the Reverend Mr L-—. 


— 


Auguſt Ach, 1781. 
Reverend Sir, 

Am ſorry to find that a perſon of your 

age, experience, and knowledge, ſhould 
ſuffer himſelf to ſwim with the ſtream of 
prejudice and vulgar opinion. Your no- 
tion, that, if my book was true, it 
“ would not be fo generally oppoſed,” is 


* 1 Theſſ. i. x. and 2 Thefl. i i. 1. + Rom. xvi. 7. 
+ 1 Cor. vi. ”” | 5 


rather 
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rather extraordinary, and, if carried as far 
as it may reach, would go near to ſhake 
the truth of eyery doctrine of the Reforma- 
tion ; for that theſe were generally oppoſ- 
ed, cannot be denied, We might go 
higher ſtill, and, if general oppoſition diſ- 
proves the truth of any ſyſtem, what ſhall 
we ſay to the Goſpel itſelf? Was not this 
generally oppoſed ? Did not the Fews ſo ge- 
erally oppole it, as to leave, comparative- 
ly, very few that eſpouſed it? Did not 
the heathen rage, and the people imagine a 
vain thing? Did not the kings of the earth 
ſet themſelves, and the rulers take counſel to- 
gether againſt JEnovAn and againſt his 
CHRIST * ? Are not the great and funda- 
mental doctrines of the Scriptures gene- 
rally oppoſed at this day ? yet, do you 
therefore doubt of their truth? It is a 
great misfortune, when we ſuffer popular 
opinion to be our Pope, and to dictate what 
we ſhall or ſhall not believe. —Croſs the ſea 
to Calais, and you will find this ſame Pro- 
Zeus aſſuming a very different ſhape from 
what it bears in England; you will carry 
with you opinions, which you will find 
* generally* (perhaps untverſally} * op- 
«© poſed ;” but are they therefore not true? 
See whither your argument tends.—If you 
think me miſtaken, ſet me right from the 
Bible ; as for all other arguments, than' 


* Pſalm ii. 1, 2. 


what 
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what are found there, or may be proved 
therefrom, they are leſs than nothing, 
lighter than vanity, where religious truths 
are concerned. You might therefore have 
ſpared all your learned quotations from 


the works of men like ourſelves ; all the 


foundation of every thing | believe on 
theſe, and all other religious ſubjects, is 
contained in one ſingle word—yeyprrra— 
Tt is written. What this man ſays, or 
what that man ſays, may appear mighty 
wiſe ; but, as fali:b:hity is the lot of human 
nature, I chuſe to build my opinions, not 
on the ſand of human authority, but on 
the rock of divine revelation. As, there- 
fore, all my religious opinions are founded 
upon, and circumſcribed 5y, the canon of 
Scripture, you have but to obſerve this 
with regard to your arguments, and then 
we ſhall meet on fair and equal terms. 


Human opinions are very apt to change 


with the times, or as it miy appear for 


the intereſts of the diſputants to vary in 
ſentiment. When King Henry the VIIIth 


wanted to marry his brother Arthur's 


widow, then it was determined by the 


great, and wiſe, and learned, that a con- 


tract without contummation wrought no 


marriage. When poor Queen Catherine 
was to be divorced, then the contrar 


doctrine prevailed, Thus in the caſe of 
Anne 


— iy gn ne —— — 
— —_ — 


Anne Boleyn, when ſhe was condemned 
to die for adultery, they firſt divorced her, 
by determining her marriage with King 
Henry null and void, by reaſon of a precon- 
tract with Lord Piercy, though no con- 
ſummation followed. — If this was law, 
how could ſhe be guilty of adultery ? for 
ſhe never could have been a lawful wife 
to the King, there being no lawful mar- 
riage. And if ſhe was to be beheaded 
for adultery, how could they declare her 
marriage null and void, ſince on the reality 
or validity of her marriage her crime 
of adultery muſt depend? If married to 
the King, ſhe might commit adultery ; if 
not married to the King, ſhe could not 
comr \it adultery againſt him. 

This, as well as numberleſs other in- 
ſtances, may ſuffice to ſhew, what an un- 
certain guide we follow, when we fix on 
the determinations of human opinion, or 
rely on the deciſions of men like ourſelves 
for what we believe. 

The Scripture ſaith not in vain — 
Ceaſe ye from man, whoſe breath 1s in his 
noſtrils ; for wherein is he to be accounted 
of ** | 

As to © what the church has deter- 
“ mined” — this is ſtill referring me ta 


* If, Th 22+ . 
what 
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what men have determined, and is as good 
an argument for Tranſubſtantiation, as for 
any thing elſe. But you mean the Pro- 
teſtant church ;—it may be ſo; but if we 
were to count noſes, the church of Rome 
would out- determine us in every article 
that you and I believe to be moſt eſſential 
to the ſouls of men. Therefore, as for 
your ** argumentum ab ecclefid,” you have 
my free leave to ſend it from whence 
it came, for I will have nothing to do 
with it. 

With my compliments to Mrs. L. and 
your brother, 

I remain, 
Yours, &c. 


LETTER IT, 


To the ſame. 


Auguſt 20th, 1781. 


N return for my long letter of the 4th 
inſtant, you ſend me, znter aha, a very 
long word Latitudinarianiſin.— If by this 
ſame — /in - you underſtand, with many, 
that “ it does not ſignify what a man's 
religious principles are, ſo that he has 
oe « ſome: 
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“ ſome: or, that one ſet of opinions may 
* be juſt as good as another, chere being 
e no certain rule to determine who is 
tc right, and who is wrong” —I moſt cer- 
tainly diſclaim any fort of title to the 
aforeſaid n — and ſo muſt continue to 
do while I believe the Bible to contain the 
mind of Gop, or that Jeſus Chriſt is the 
way, the truth, and the life none cometh 
to the Father but by Him x. 

But if by your — n- you would infi- 
nuate, that I do not confine the ſalvation 
of Gop to any ſect of Chriſtians excluſively 
of others, or imagine that a behever, who 
worſhips Gop in ſpirit and in truth, whe- 
ther in a national eſtabliſhment or out of 
it, is not /uch a one as the Father ſeeketh 
to worſhip him .: - or if you would charge 
me with maintaining, that it is every 
man's birth-right to, examine for him- 
ſelf—to ſee with his own eyes, and not 
another's—that .it is his privilege to be 
able, and his duty to be willing, to ſearch 
into the very bottom of whatſoever is 
repreſented to him as the objects of his 
faith: — in theſe caſes I plead guilty to 
your charge ; and plead alſo the examples 
and precepts of the holy Scripture for 


* John xiv. 6. 
+ John iv, 23. 


| my 
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my full and ample juſtification, Who 


is my mother ? and who are my brethren ? 
(faid the bleſſed Fefius J—wheſoever ſhall do 
the will of my Father which 1s m heaven, 
the ſame is my brother, and ſiſter, and mo- 
ther *. So much for big9try.—Search the 
Scriptures T, faith Chrift,—So much for 
taking things upon rut. 

Bigotry, and an intolerant perſecuting 
ſpirit, uſually go together, and have ren- 
dered the hiſtory of the church, as handed 
down to us by eccleſiaſtical hiſtorians, the 
moſt horrible and diſgraceful of all the 
accounts we have of the pride and cruelty 
of mankind; bad enough, Gop knows, 
through their own corrupt and miſerable 
nature—but when this is inflamed, and 
{et at work by a bigotted, narrow, proud 
conceit, that — The temple of the Lord, 
the temple of the Lord, the temple of the Lord 
are theſe F — then they will ill you, and 
think that they do Gop ſervice ||. 

O happy England! - thrice happy Pro- 
teſtant land | where theſe ſcenes can no 
longer be exhibited ! If they could, I am 
perſuaded that they would—idem ſemper agit 
idem. — Bigotry is ſtill the ſame—Popery is 


* Matt. xii. 48, 50. 

+ John v. 39. comp. Acts xvii. 11. 
1 Jer. vii. 4. 

i John xvi. 2. 


ſtill 
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ſtill the ſame—a perſecuting ſpirit will 
ever follow both wherever they come, and 
do all the miſchief they can. If they can- 
not touch the properties, the perſons, the 
lives of diſſentients, they will wreak their 
malice on their peace, on their characters 
or prong er: by doing all the miſ- 
chief they can, prove very fully that they 
would do more if they could. You know 
the hiſtory of that judicious, learned, and 
excellent man, Richard Hooker of bleſſed 
memory, and how he differed in certain 
opinions from his bigotted and hot-headed 
adverſaries Mr. Travers and his party—on 
this account, as they could not refute his 
Chriſtian and charitable arguments for the 
ſalvation of certain perſons, which Travers 
was for conſigning to inevitable damna- 
tion, he was ſadly reviled : — afterwards 
there were parties found wicked enough 
to raiſe a ſlander againſt the reputation of 
Mr. Hooker, even charging him with a 
crime of a very malignant nature. Under 
this heavy burden did he groan many 
months, till he communicated it to his 
friends; who, by their aſſiduity, found out 
the fraud, brought his accuſers to ſhame, 
and made them beg his pardon. 

Now, can you doubt, that, if there had 
been a power in theſe men to have de- 
ſtroyed the /fe of the accuſed, they would 
not 
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not have done it? or that the ſame fpirit 
of bigotry and perſecution doth not exil in 
every man, who can take a pleaſure, a ma- 
licious ſatisfaction, in ſtriking at a man's 
ſentiments, by ſtabbing his reputation ? 
And, aſter all, what is proved hereby ?— 
Was the lander on Mr. Hooker any refu- 
tation of what he had advanced in his 
diſpute with Travers ? was it, even ſup- 
pole it had been true, any anſwer to his 
book on Eccleſiaſtical Polity ? If the moſt 
notorious hie, was to ſay at the gallows, 
Thou ſhalt not fleal—would not this be juſt 
as truly and really the command and word 
of Gop, as when Mojes delivered it to 
the people at Mount Sinai. 

But why ſhould ſinful men complain? 
why ſhould wretched fleſh and blood find 
fault with ſuch treatment, when we ſee 
it levelled againſt the only perfect, ſpot- 
leſs, and immaculately-hoiy character, that, 
ſince the fall of ee has ever appeared 


on earth? No ſooner did che Bleſſed TFefus 


attack the traditions of the Phar:jves, and 
exalt the ar of God againſt tem no 
ſooner did he expofe their hypoeriſy and 
wickedneſs, in making void the law of 
Moſes, through the 7raditrons of their 
elders—but—Behold a gluttonous man and 
a wine-bibber — a friend of publicans and 
ſinners If ſome aid, be Was a good man, 

E others 
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others anſwered, Nay, but he deceiveth the 
people. — They even repreſented him in 
league with the devil, He hath a devil, why 
hear ye him ?-— He cafteth out devils by Beelze- 
bub the prince of the devils. —Why was all 
this ? Becauſe they could not refiſl the ſpi- 
rit and wiſdom with which he ſpake, when 
he opened and alledged the things that 
were written in Mofes and the Prophet 
they therefore endeavoured to ſupply by 
obloquy and abuſe, What was wanting in 
fair diſquiſition and argument. 

The ſame cauſe produces the ſame ef- 
fects; it always has, it always will- but 
all this is juſt as logical and concluſive, 
in point of argument, as if a man was to 
aſſert that the zbree angles of a triangle are 
equal to 74s right angles, and another was 
to diſpute it, and ſay it could not be ſo, 
becauſe the aſſerter was a felon convict. 
And what then? a Geometrician, with a 
tew ſtrokes of a pen, would prove the 
truth of this aſſertion beyond all power 
of doubt. 

On the contrary, if the man higheſt 3 in 
reputation for wiſdom and knowledge, 
virtue and piety, was to aſſert it, as his 
opinion, that the geometrical figure which 
we call a triangle, was antiently in the 
days of Moſes a quadrangle ; though he 
were to quote every faint, father, council, 

STC. 


&c. that ever exiſted, as his authority, 
yea, was to produce two or three texts in 
the New Teſtament, to conſtrued as ſeem- 
ingly to ſupport the ſame doctrine, yet, 
while I have eyes in my head, and a grain 
of underſtanding in my brains, 1 ſhould, 
without the leaſt heſitation, pronounce it 
abſurd, contradictory, and impoſſible. | 

If the Religious therefore ſhould think 
fit to abuſe me; and calumniate me ſtill 
more, if poſſible, than they have already 
done, and ſhould ſtill farther violate their 
duty to Gop and their eigibour, by more 
railing and evil ſpeaking, and this with 
more bitterneſs and malzce, than they 
have already ſhewed, it would not alter 
one fingle ſentiment of mine on any fub- 
ject in Thelyphthera, becauſe it is no an- 
{wer to any one argument therein con- 
tained; how far it might tend to alter my 
ſentiments of religious profeſſors ſtill far- 


ther, is another queſtio 


At preſent, I have nothing more to add, 
than that I am | 
Yours; &c. 


E 2 LE F. 


1 


LET TI. 


To the ſame. 


September 9, 1781. 
N Otwithſtanding all you ſay, I ſtill re- 


main a ſtaunch Whig as to religious 
matters; I ſtill inſiſt on freedom of en- 
quiry, freedom of thought, freedom of opi- 
nion; and if you could add twice as many 
letters to the ſeventeen in your long word 
Latitudinarianiſm, it would not then be 
long enough to frighten me from my ſen- 
timents. 
In the firſt place, without freedom of 


enquiry, into every ground of evidence 
which we can come at, how can we be 


. ſufficiently informed, make up our minds, 


or determine our judgments aright ? how 
can we properly obey that precept—** Be 
* ready always to give an anſwer to every 
“ man, that aſketh you 4 reaſon of the 
« hope that is in you *?” 

The poor Papiſis are kept in darkneſs 
and ignorance ; the Scriptures are taken 
from them, they cannot * ſearch them: 
there is therefore no free enquiry to be 
had ; if there were, and it were made a 


„ is. 
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proper uſe of - exerciſed in its full extent 
Popery itſelf muſt be demoliſhed. What 
elſe, under Providence, but this, brought 
about the Proteſtant reformation ? 

When I hear a man ſay, he believes a 
thing becauſe the fathers, councils, canons 
of the church, or any other human authority 
has decreed it, it reminds me of a ſtory, 
which I have ſomewhere met with, of a 
little boy who came home from ſchool 
for the holidays, and told his mother that 
he ſhould like to have lived when birds 
a and beaſts, and trees, could ſpeak; it muſt 
; have been very clever to hear what they 

ſaid— the mother ſmiled at his ſimpli- 
c city“ indeed,” faid the child, ** it is all 
8 very true, they certainly could ſpeak, 
"I “ for my book ſays ſo —and immediately 
opened his Afop's Fables. 
- Excellent is that advice of the Apoftle— 


A | Brethren, be not children in underjtanding : 
: howbett, in malice be ye children, but in un- 
4 derftanding be men *. I am grieved exceed- 


_ ingly at the little attention paid to this 
8 divine precept, but much more to have 
ſeen it ſo thoroughly invberted, as it has 


= been in the writings of ſome, who profeſs 
We to make Gop's word the rule and mea- 
A ſure of their proceedings. 
For my own part, I have made it, and 
- * x Cor. xiv. 20. 
er | 
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do daily make it, my buſineſs to ſearch the 
Scriptures; and have taken no ſmall pains to 
cultivate an acquaintance with the Hebrew 


language. The reſult of all is, that 
I do as firmly believe it mpoſſtble for 
any man, or ſet of men, to have invented 
either the language itſelf, or the things 
which it records, as to have created this 
world out of nothing, and all things 
therein. 

| You fee what I mean by free enguiry— 
VIZ. an emancipation of the mind from the 
ſhackles and fetters of our own corrupt 
reaſonings 3 from thoſe prejudices which 
an almoſt natural. deference to human au- 
thority ſtamps upon the mind, even from 
the earlieſt dawnings of the underſtanding 
and judgment ; and fairly laying ourſelves 
open to ſuch conviction, as ſhall reſult 
from the nature and weight of the evi- 
dence laid before us. This I call free 
enquiry ; as inimical to Infuaelity as to 
Popery, or to any other ſpecies of decep- 
tion and impoſition on the underitandings, 
judgments, and conſciences of mankind z 
and it is indeed the only true ground of 
real Scriptural faith, according to that of 
the Apoitle—Paith cometh by bearing, and 
hearing by the word of GOD *. This was 
the proceſs obſerved by the Bereans, for 


F Rom; X, 17. 


which 
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which they are ſo n9bly commended —- 
T heſe were more noble than thoſe in Theſſa- 
lonica, in that they received the word with 
all readineſs of mind, and ſearched the Scrip- 
ture daily, whether theſe things were 0. 

I could wiſh you, Sir, as Well as others, 
to follow this precedent, which duu'>tleſs 
is left on record for our example and imi- 
tation ; you will find it anſwer a much 
better purpoſe, than turning over the 
muſty legends of what you call © Church 
6 Hiſtory,” and Church Authority.” — 
Be not like the Thefalontans, and charge a 
man with wanting to turn the world up- 
fide down *, becauſe he oppoſes the word 
of Goy to the traditions of men — but be 
like the Bereans, be open to conviction ; 
lay aſide your prejudices — and ſearch the 
Scriptures daily, whether theſe things are ſo. 

Next to freedom of enquiry, is tr eedom of 
thought, which is the privilege of every 
man as a rational creature. Free-thinkimg, 
as that term is uſually underſtood, is the 
very reverſe of what. it implies. A man 
whole mind is ſhackled in the chains of 
mental darkneſs, tied and bound in the 
fetters of prejudice, and manacled in the 
bonds of this world's wiſdom, knows not 
what it 1s to think freely on any ſubject 
whatſoever, but more eſpecial] y of the re- 


* Acts xvli. 6, 11. 
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ligious kind. Proofs of this are many; 
none ſtronger than in the famous M. de 
Voltaire. — He was bred a Papiſt — his 
early prejudices taught him to believe 
that the only true religion — his good un- 
derſtanding, and his reading, convinced 
him, that it was no better than a vile and 
monſtrous impolition ; and, knowing no- 
thing better, he ſunk into the depths of 
infidelity — nor had he a ſingle thought 
of his heart, that could riſe higher than a 
wretched ſyſtem of his own making, which 
he called Philoſophy ; nor could he ſet a 
ſingle ſentiment at liberty from its at- 
tachment to his, that he might form an 
impartial ' judgment on any thing elſe. 

And is this free-thinking ? Is it not rather 
a poor, confined, narrow, littleneſs of 
mind, unworthy the loweſt of the human 
ſpecies ? 

He was ſo totally i ignorant of the Hebrew 
Scriptures, as not to be able even to read the 
titles of the five books of Mſes— he took it 
for granted that the names Geneſis, Exodus, 
Leviticus, Numbers, Deuteronomy, belonged 
to them ; and that they were therefore 
coëval with the books themſelves. From 
this circumſtance, he would perſuade his 


readers (and doubtleſs has perſuaded many, 


who are ſuch#fee-rhinkers as himſelf) 
th:t theſe books could not be written un- 
til many hundred years after the time in 


which 
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which Moſes is ſaid to live — the Fews 
not being acquainted witi: Greet, which 1 
the above words are, till after their re- ? 
turn from the captivity : beſides, ſays 
he, theſe bo: ks are never quoted by 
« theſe names, in any of the Fropbets or 
e P/alms, ſo that the books themſelves 
* muſt be forgerres ; indeed they are not 
6 ſo much as mentioned in any books 
* which the Jews deem canonical;” ergo, 
Moſes could not write the Pentateuch. 
How ſtands the caſe ? Teveoic is pure 
Greek — ſo is Etodcg — AeuiTimey is made 
up of the word Ae, which is Hebrew, but 
the termination ⁊π e, is Greek ; and fo, 
all together, this may paſs for a Greek 
word — Apt; and Asvrepoopoy are Greek, 
and theſe titles to the books ftand in 
the Greek tranſlation; — but he original | 
Hebrew books are only titled from the 
firſt woras with which the book begins — 
as, what the Greet tranſlation has intitled 
Tev:o:c, is intitled in the Hebrew original 
Mun — In the beginning. Eto in the 
Greek has, as its title, MDW N98) — New 
_ theſe are the namts: and ſo on of the reſt.— 
How far couid this critic be ſuppoſed free 
to hu) as he ought on religion, who was 
ſo faſt bound in adamantine chains of ig- 
norance, with regard even to the /anguage 
of the Bible? How a man can be faid to 
think freely, or ta judge freely, of what he 
18 
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is not free to read a ſyllable of, I leave to 
Mr. de Voltaire's philoſophy, or to ſome of 
Thelyphthora's nom reading adverſaries, to 
explain. N 

By freedom of thought, then, I would 
be underſtood to mean, one of the beſt 
effects of free enquiry ; a debarraſſment of 
the mind from prepo//efion, its enlargement 
from prejudice, its emancipation from vu 
gar opinion, and its freedom of choice in 
making its own concluſions, on an atten- 
tive conſideration, and due deliberation, 
on all the circumſtances which have been 
brought in evidence before it. This, and 
nothing ſhort of this, enters into my idea 
of free-thinking ; which, the farther men 
purſue, the brighter will the truth riſe 
before them. - 

Hence follows freedom of opinion, which 
is every man's undoubted franchiſe; and 
to oppreſs, perſecute, or deſtroy hin for 
this, or even to abuſe him, is an infringe- 
ment, not only of all decency and good 
manners, but one of the higheſt breaches 


of Chriſtian charity; and ought to ſhew 


men how little they know what manner 


of ſpirit they are of *, when they can be 
capable of ſuch conduct, of ſuch a viola- 


tion of every man's rights and liberties of 


judgment and conſcience. Mo art thou, 


Luke ix. 55. 


faith 
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59 
faith Paul, that judgeſt another man's ſer- 
vant ? 1 his own maſter he flandeth or 
falleth F . Had this been obſerved, it 
would have ſaved ſome millions of /ves ; 
if nothing but fair diſcuſſion, and ſcriptural 
argument. had been made uſe of for the 
terminating religions diiputes, inſtead of 
racks, gibbets, and fires; or, where theſe 
cannot be employed, inſtead of their fuce 
cedanea, libellous abuſe, inſult, and per- 
ſonal invective had conviction been aimed 
at by no other inſtruments of perſuaſion, 
but fair deductions from the word of Gop, 
recommend by the eloquence of Chriſ- 
tian charity, with no other warmth than 
that of an affectionate and well-informed 
zeal, that reproach would never have been 
brought on the Chriſtian name, which In- 
dels have made their advantage of, Devils 
themſelves muſt have rejoiced in, and 
which, alas! the pamphlets which you ſeem 
ſo pieaſed with, and ſend to me, are very 
far from tending to /eſſen. 

You muſt not wonder that your Jong 
word, with the n at the end of it, has 
brought you forth ſuch a long letter; 
which, however, ſhall end no otherwiſe, 
than with aſſuring you that I am, 


Yours, &c. 
T Rom, XIV. 4. 
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To the Reverend W. G. 


: OR. 5th 1781. 
Reverend Sir, 


WAS much concerned at yours of the 


1ſt inſtant, not for my own fake, but for 
yours. — The Scripture ſaith — Not ren- 


dering railing for railing ; but, contrari- 
wiſe, bleſſing *: — it likewiſe ranks a ratler 
with ſuch company as Chriſtians are for- 
bidden to keep ; for which, and many 
other reaſons, I had rather be the razlee 
than the railer; more eſpecially, where no- 
thing but the greateſt civility has on my 
part been ſhewn to the man who rails 
againſt me: for, if we are forbidden to re- 
turn razling for railing, but, contrariwiſe, 
are commanded to return % ing, the un- 
provoked and cauſeleſs railer is doubly ſiu- 
ful. I could with you to fit down, and 
write a ſermon on this ſubject; either of the 
texts above alluded to would ſuit it: and 
perhaps not only your own heart, but your 
congregation, might be the better for it, 
when you preached it to them. The ſooner 
the better; for this ſame /in of railing ap- 
pears to me to have gotten amongſt the 


religious profeſſors, as the blight gets ſome- 


* Pet. iii. . + 1 Cor. v. 11. 
times 
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times among the wheat, and ſpoils the 
growing harveſt, You may treat this bale- 


ful /n in two lights; firſt, as a breach of 
the Hr commandment, being one ſpecies 


of murder He that hateth his brother— 


and I am certain, that the railer cannot 
love his brother—:s a murderer ; and ye 
know that no murderer hath eternal life 
abiding in him *, Secondly, It is a breach 


of the ninth comment. - for there 


never yet exiſted a razler, who did not 
launch out into falſe teſtimony, either by 
aggravating what is true by introducing 
falſe circumſtances, or by advancing what 


is utterly without foundation. You may 


repreient railing in a more collected view, 
and call it a tranſgreſſion of the whole 
ſecond table of the law; for this faith, Thou 
ſhalt love thy neighbour as thyſelf. — Now, 
{faith the Apoſtle, Love worketh no ill to his 
neighbour ; therefore love is the fulfilling of 
the law + ;—e contra, railing, which is the 
genuine offspring of malice and hatred, 
muſt be a breach of the whole +. Nay, you 
may {till be more collective, and call it a 
breach of the whole law, both towards 
Gop and towards man — For, If a man 
ay, 1 love GOD, and hateth his brother, he 
is Har; for he that loveth not his brother, 


* x John iii. 15. + Rom, xiii. 9, 10. 
t James ii. 10. 


Whom 
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whom he hath ſeen, how can he love Gon, 
whom he hath not ſeen? And this com- 
mandment have we from him, That he who 
loveth Gor love his brother alſo &. 

We are told +, that when the King of 


Syria ſent meſſengers to ſeize the Pro- 


phet Eſha, they were ſmitten with blind- 
neſs Eliſba led them into Samaria, the 


. Capital of 1/-ael — their eyes were then 


opened, and they found themſelves amidſt 
their enemies, who could have cut them 
to pieces, 

You might introduce this little piece of 
facred hiſtory into your diſcourſe; you 
might apply it as a warning to your hear- 
ers, with reſpect to that blindneſs of 
heart which razlers labour under—owing 
to which it is, that they may be led into 
very falſe notions of their real fate, and 


that, while they are flattering themſelves 


that they are fellow-citizens with the 
Saints, and of the houſhold of Gop Þ, their 


eyes may one day be opened to lee that, 
they are walking m the. way of the un- 


godly—fitting in the ſcarners chair || and, in 
God's account, ranked with fornziators, 
with the covetous, with idalaters, drunkards, 
and extortioners. 1 Cor. v. II. 


* x John iv. 20,21, + 2 Kings vii f Eph. 
it, 19. | | Pf, Is 1. | | 
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The diſcovery which the poor Syrians 


made, was a very alarming one; but ſtill 
they were in the hands of nen who might 
kill the body, and after that had no more that 
they could de — whereas 7Zheſe are in the 
hands of Him, who 7s able to deſtroy both 
body and foul in hell * 

Again—We find the Prophet Eliſba giv- 
ing us a glorious exarnple of generoſity, 
benevolence, and charity, even to our 
enemies.—The King of Iſrael ſaid, My 
father, ſhall T fſmite them? ſhall I ſinite 
them? And Eliſha anſwered, Thou ſbalt 
not ſinite them; IVouldſt thou ſinite thoſe 
whom thou haſt taken captive with thy 
fword, and with thy bow ?—Set bread and 
water before them, that they may eat and 
drin, and go to their maſters. — And he 
prepared great proviſion for them, and when 
they had eaten and drunk, he ſent them 
away, and they went to their maſters Þ. 

Thus may the Lord Gop of Eſha 
deal with you, and with your people : — 
may he open your eyes to ſee your tranſ- 
greſton—take you captives by the con- 
ſtraining power of his good Spirit—take 
rrom you all the armour wherein ye have 
truſted—and, having filled you with the 


bleſſings and mercies of his forgiving love, 


Matth. x. 28. Luke xii. 4. f 1Kings vi. 22, 
22, 2% | 


fend 
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ſend you away to /ve others as he has 
loved you—glorified in your PO; 
not in your deſtruction ! 
I am, 
Reverend Sir, 
Yours, &Cc, 


LETTER XIV. 


To the ſame. 


: OR, 27th, 1781. 
Reverend Sir, | 


1 Certainly meant my laſt, of the 5th in- 


ſtant, as a remonitrince, or, if you 


by 


pleaſe, * very ſerious remonſtrance, on 
your conduct towards one who never of- 


fended you in his life, but who, on all 


occaſions, has treated you with the polite- 
neſs of a gentleman, and the good offices 
of a friend. If you choſe to reward me 
evil for good, you certainly have the worſt 
of the bargain; and I am much miſ- 
taken, if ever I did you a greater kind- 
neſs than when I endeavoured to repre- 
ſent to you your conduct in its true 
light :- for, after all, talking about the 
doctrines of the Goff} Jl, and profeſſing our- 
ſelves Followers of CyRIsT—calling this 
man worldly, the other carna/—is but a 

poor 
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poor empty buſineſs ; a ſort of vain truſting 


in ourſekves that we are righteous, and de- 
Pi ng others *; a profeſſing to know Gop, 
and in works denying bim 4; if allowed 
malice reigns in the heart, an habit of rail- 
ing and evil ſpeaking rules the tongue, and 
a ſpirit of ſcandal and defamation, not only 
influences, but directs the converſation. 
W hat avails it a pin's point, that thouſands 
are taken with outward ſemblances, while 
theſe things come from within and defile the 
man e We are but hke whited ſepulchres, 
which indeed appear beautiful outward, but 
are within full of dead men's bones, and of all 
uncleanneſs ||. 

If it be true, that every idle word that mem 
ſhall 4 eak, they ſhall give account theregf in 
the of judgment 8, how much more 

may we ſuppoſe they will be called upon 
for malicious words ? If anſwerable for 
empty, idle, unprofitable diſcourſe, what | 
ſhall be ſaid of thoſe firebrands, arrows, 
and death I, which men ſo wantonly are 
caſting at the reputation, and peace, and 
comfort of their neighbour ? 
You are diſpleaſed with my mention- 
ing, and eſpecially with my © quoting, 
* the Confeſſtonal;” and tell me, the 


* Luke xviii, 9. + Tit. i. 16. Matth. 
XV. 19, 20. Matth. xxiii. 27. | $ Math. 
Xii. 36. Prov. xxvi. 18. 
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« author is an Arian.” — What then? 
Doth that prove that he is not a very 
« maſtery writer?“ Suppoſe you tell 
me that he is a Genton; doth that diſprove 
what he ſays of the Znavery and hypocriſy 
of thoſe, who, for lucre's ſake, ſubſcribe 
as true what they think falſe ? — or who 
aq Warp meanings to words which 
the anthors never meant, in order to 
ftretch them to the ſize of their own con- 
ſciences, and to evade the real, honeſt, 
plain ſenſe which the compilers in- 
tended ; and thus defeat the evident pur- 
poſe of all ſubſcription whatſoever, while 
they pretend to countenance and defend 
it? R | 
You ſay too that Mertein was an Arian, 
What then ! prove him alſo a Tur, if you 


can.— He was, notwithſtanding, the moſt 


learned, laborious, and accurate editor of 


the Greek Teftament that ever lived. But 
what has his being an Arian to do with 


my quotations from his notes on Matth. 
xix. 9. and Mark x. 11? What poor 
ſubterfuges are theſe, to avoid the force 


of an argument, which is too hard to be 


anſwered by fair reaſoning ! Fe 
I have not a grain the worſe opinion of 
that great man Eraſinus, or of any thing 
he ever wrote, becauſe Farellus called 
him — Omnium mortalium deterrimus, 
improbiſſimus, nequifimus, ſceleratiſſi- 
mus, 
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mus, ſceleſtiſſimus, perditiſſimus, ac im- 
puriſſi mus nebulo ?—or, becauſe Theodore 
Beza called him — Arian — or, becauſe 
a decree was publiſhed againſt him at 
Paris in 1532—or, becauſe the School- di- 
vines, and Monks, accuſed him of error, 
hereſy, and impiety: what he wrote againſt 
them, and their ſuperſtitions, 1s juſt as true 
as if they had taken it all in good part. 

You ee by this how incorrigible I am, 
and how thoroughly ſo much abuſe has 
been thrown. away upon me. In ſhort, 
Sir, I with you to change your ground; 
take up your pen, try what fair and ſerip- 
tural argument will do, and then the 
more you Write, and the more you pub- 
| liſh, the mpre I ſhall be obliged to you; 

for, after all, this is the only way to get 
at the #ruth. A 7 i 

_ Controverſy, when carried on with heat 

and ill temper, which is commonly the 


caſe where victory, not truth, is contend- 


ed for, is of all things the moſt irkſome, 
and uſually terminates in miſleading the 
reader far from the point in queſtion. It 


is like an Borſe- mateb, where croſſing and 


joſtling is allowed. The zockey' who ts 
moſt dextrous in the management of his 
knees and elbows, and at driving his ad- 
verſary out of the courſe, or againſt a poſt, 
will ſtand the beſt chance of winning; 
while the real ſwiftneſs or goodneſs of the 
Doeh F 2 horſes 
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horſes is left as much undetermined as if 
they had never ſtarte. 


1 have heard an anecdote of a certain 


great lawyer, who was twice Lord Chancel- 
lor of England, that, when he was a young 


man at the bar, he uſed frequently to 
come from the Temple to Weſtminſter -hall 


by water. One day, as he, and ſome other 


young Barriſters, were on their voyage in a 


boat together, they were rowed up to by 


a waterman, who was a great adept in what 
was then much in vogue, and termed 


water-language—The fellow, who thought 
a cargo of /awyers no bad object for his 
talent to exerciſe itſelf upon, let fly a broad- 


ſide or two of the loweſt and moſt impu- 


dent abuſe that heart could conceive, or 


tongue could utter — Mr. C. fat un- 
moved, ſoftly deſiring his friends to be 
quite ent, giving a charge alſo of a like 
nature to the watermen who were rowing 
them.—The fellow, who was in a Fuller, 
pulling againſt the tide, and ſweating and 


ſwearing amain, grew furious at finding 
his /þot take fo little place, and that he 
..could not make the gentlemen angry— 
„ What the D-——1,” fays the fellow, 


making a violent effort to get cloſe along- 


fide the boat, ** can't ye bear, or can't ye 
«© ſpeak, and be d—n'd to ye? —““ Row 
«or fellow,” ſays Mr. C. very calmly, 


you bave the. beſt of it.” — The hero 
1 1 dropped 
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dropped aſtern, muttering and growling — 
The gentlemen ſoon got out of hearing any 
thing more, but highly entertained at the 
adventure. 
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& J will conclude with the fable of Boc- 
calini's Traveller *, who was ſo peſtered 
with the noiſe of graſhoppers in his 
ears, that he alighted from his horſe 
in great wrath to kill them all. This, 
ſays the author, was troubling himſelf 
to no manner of purpoſe: had he pur- 
ſued his journey without taking notice 


e of them, the troubleſome inſets would 
have died of themſelyes in a very few 


weeks, and he would have ſuffered no- 
thing from them.“ | 
I leave the application of theſe hiſtories 


to yourſelf, and think you need not be at 
much pains to extract an argument for my 
ſilence, with reſpect to the publications 
which you preſs me to anſwer, 


I am, 
Reverend Sir, 
Yours, &c, 


See Spectator, N* 355. 
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"LETTER XV. 
To Mrs. Aa 


Nov. qth, 1781. 

Madam, „6 
"OURS, with the . 
ſafe, Your **wiſh that I would pub- 
* liſh an anſwer” to the latter, is, I dare 
ſay, well meant ; but you muſt excuſe me, 
if I afſure. you, that IJ can never entertain 
the moſt remote idea of ſuch a thing. 
When any man, more eſpecjally a Divine, 
can dare 10 tell the world, that ſome of the 
Jewiſb laws. © ſeem inconfiſtent with the 
Whole ſyſtem of the Chriſtian /aw of love 
** —are ſanguinary laws - ſeem oppoſite to 
the ſpirit of Chriſtian forgiveneſs—are 
60 contrary to the ori inal Iaw of murder, as 
* well as to every idea of Chriſtian ju/- 
rice ſuch. a man Muſt be ſuppoſed to aſ- 
ſert in a few words, what it coſt Lord Boling- 
broke, and Monheur de Voltaire, a great num- 
ber of arguments, and all in vain, to main- 
tain, As for the epithet Chriftian—** Chriſ- 
tian law of love hriſtian juſtice, &c. 
I know not the meaning of ſuch a diſtinc- 
tion.— The law of love, of juſtice, and the 
like, muſt be one, both in Few and Gentile. 
Thon, ſhalt love thy neighbour as thyſelf, in- 
chudes every thing which can be ſaid on the 


3 ſubject, 


1 
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ſubject, either in the Old Teſtament or 
in the New. — However, I have nothing 
to ſay to ſuch a Rabſhakeh—-** For the 
«© king's commandment was, ſaying, Anſwer 
% him not . As for the reſt of his book, 
his malice ſeems to lurk behind his words, 
as an af/aſſix lurks behind ſome corner of a 
ſtreet, for the better opportunity of exe- 
cuting his baſe and horrid commiſſion. —So 
much for that. pity this &7ter writer 
I with him happy.—I am certain that no 
man can be happy in himſelf, who can wiſh 
to make another otherwiſe. 
| I am, Madam, 
| Yours, &c. 

P. S. The pains which he has taken, and 
the pages he has employed, to contraſt a 
law in the New Teſtament, to the Law in 
the Old Teſtament, reminds me of a work 
of the:Heretic Marcion, in the ſecond cen- 
tury, which he entitled Antirbeſes, or 
* the contrarietiet between the Lau and the 
Fc Gofpet one tenet of which was, that, 
« the" good Gop was the Redeemer of the 
% world, and the author of the Goſpel ;. that 

* the evil Gop was the Creator of the 
* world, and the autbor of the Law.” The 
Certoxians, who flouriſhed about the ſame 
time, rejected the books of the Old Teſ- 


2 Kings, xviii. 36. | 
F 4 tament 
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tament entirely; and ſo ſhould I, if I 
could believe, this Pampbleteer.— The Al. 
coran ſays, that Gop hath given men 
« different laws, that he might try them 
in that which he hath given them re- 

& ſpectively.“ ; 
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EE TTERM xvt, 
To the Reverend Mr. E —. 


: 8 November 20th, 1781. 
Reverend Sir, 2 
OUR letter is very full of fault-jind- 
| ing; but I muſt be ſo free as to ſay, 

| that I do not quite underſtand what you 
1 mean, nor am I thoroughly clear that you 
b underſtand yourſelf. Do you intend ta aſ- 
1 ſert, that © the ſtudy of the Hebrew lan- 
|| * guage is unprofitable; and waſte of time, 
ll «© which might be better employed? f, 
| 


with the Hfidel, we are to reject the Bible, 
il as not a revelation from Gop, I certainly 
Li agree with you, that it is a ſad © waſte of 
I ** time” to ſtudy: the language in which it 
[il is written; as there is no other bogk writ» 
| ten in the ſame, and. therefore we cannot 
"=p avail ourſelves of it, as we do of other 
| | | languages, to pry into the works of various 
| 10 5 4. authors, 


! 
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authors, either for inſtruction or amuſe- 
ment. But, if it be true which Stephen 
faid of Moſes f—This is he that was with 
the church in the wilderneſs, with the angel 
wobich ſpake to bim in the MounT SINa1, 
and with our fathers : who received the 
LIVELY ORACLES, #0 give unto us—l ſhould 
apprehend, that theſe /ively, or living ora- 
cles—AOTIA ZNTA are richly worth our 
deepeſt conſideration ; and that the language 
in which- they are written, muſt be more 
worth our time and pains to acquire an 
acquaintance with, than any other lan- 
guage upon earth; for I ſcruple not to call 
«it the /anguage of Heaven, and therefore 
the Hebrew Bible is, indeed and in truth, 
the worD oF Gop. Notwithſtanding this, 
I do agree with you, that few people 
*« think it worth their while to ſtudy the 
* original, but content themſelves with 
c our excellent tranſlation.” I ſhould be 
very ſorry to ſay any thing in diſparage- 
ment of our excellent tranſlation ; but ſtill 
it is the work of fallible men, who are 
liable to error and miſtake ; and indeed, 
neither the Greet, Latin, Engliſb, nor any 
other tongue, has words to come up to, or 
give us the full meaning of the Hebrew 
For the ſame things uttered in Hebrew, 
t and- tranſlated into another tongue, have 


+ Ads vii. 38. 
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« not the ſame force in them; and not 
«« only theſe things, but the la. 7/elf;, and 
the prophecies, and the reſt of the books, 
*© have no ſmall difference when they are 
* ſpoken in their own language.” 806 fays 
Feſus the ſon of Sirach, who wrote ſoon af- 
ter the LXX tranſlation was finiſhed. —T 
ſhould imagine, that, theſe words, which 
are to be found in the prolague to tlie book 
of Ecclefiaſticus, are very ſufficient t flir us 


up to ſearch for ourſelves!;; ſeeing that no 


tranflation, however good, (and I behieve the 
ze we have might be made ſti Gerter) 
can bring us into ſo full an acquaintance 
with the real mind of Gop, as the original 
language in which it was originally reveal- 
ed, and which cannot be fully ànd ade- 
quately explained in any other language 
whatſoever, I have heard of people, who 
have been fo pleaſed with the Den Quixote 
of Cervantes, even in the Enghſh tranſlation, 
that they have applied themſelves to learn 
the Spaniſh tongue, that they might have 
the greater pleaſure of reading it in the 
original; and they have thought their pains 


well repaid, I never heard this cenſured, 


but highly commended, as a very laudable 
piece of curioſſty—ſtrange then! to hear a 
may, a ſcholar, a miniſter of Gop, charge 
another with « aſte of time” in ſearching 


after the true intent and meaning of thoſe 
living words, thoſe /ively oracles, thoſe im- 
| — mediate 
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mediate tranſeripts of the divine mind and 
will—thoſe autographs, as it' were, of hea- 
yenly infpiration—the Hebrew Scriptures ! 

Let us ſuppoſe, that the Head Maſters of 
Weſtminſter and Eton ſchools ſhould take 
into their heads, that, to teach their boys 
Latin and Greek, is <a fad waſte of time 
* which might be better employed“ 
that, Virgil, Horace, Terence, Tacitus, &c. 
are fo well tranſlated inte Eugliſb, by Dry- 
den, Creech, Echurd, Gordon, &e.—and that 
Homer, and other Greet authors, had been 
ſo well tranflated by Pope and others, that 
it is. fully ſufficient to teach their pupils 
the Engliſb tongue, without troubling their 
Heads with learning dead languages - would 
not ſuch a proceeding ſtamp the idea of 
madneſs on the maſters, and bring inſtant 
ruin on the chor? Yet, what is there 
in all the Latin and Greek authors above» 
mentioned, and indeed in all the works of 
human wiſdom and genius, that Greece 
and Rome ever produced, equal in import- 
ance with one ſingle chapter or verſe in the 
Hebrew Bible? How is it then, Sir, that 
you can undervalue the ſacred original of 
this, who have taken ſo much pains to ac- 
quaint yourſelf with' the nuger fplendide of 
the heathen claſſies ? for E they cer- 
tainly are, in compariſon of the knowledge 
of the only true GOD, and of Feſus Chriſt, 
Fa. | i Whom 
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vhom He hath ſent *. The foundation of 
all this, is in the Hebrew Bible, and the 
better we underſtand this, with the more 
certainty, aſſurance, and confidence ſhall 
we know, that the 29 203 of Jeſus is 
the ſpirit of prophecy Þ, is the very mar- 
OE Tt 8 of the Lau and the 
Prophets — and the more fully we are per- 
ſuaded of this ourſelves, with the greater 
boldneſs may we preach it to others. 
Whereas, the diſcouraging or hindering 
the ſtudy of Hebrew, is rather ranking 
ourſelves with thoſe of old, to whom our 
Bleſſed LorD ſaid Moe unto you Lawyers ! 
(vopurcr, teachers of the Law) for ye have 
taken away the key of knowledge; ye entered nat 
in yourſelves, and them that were entering in 
ye hindered 4. Theſe men miſled the people, 
either by teaching fradition inſtead gf mg 
ture, or by not ſuffering. the. people to take 
the Scriptures in any other ſenſe than 
they pleaſed to impoſe upon them. This 
doth the Church of Rome at this day; and 
this doth every man, in effect, who would 
bind down others to human interpretations, 
and not ſuffer them to ſearch the Scriptures 
for themſelves. Our excellent tranſlatars 
had no ſuch meaning; they rendered the He- 
brew according to the beſt of their ability, 


 ® Johnxviig. + Rev. xix. 10. t Luke 
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in terms as near the original as a different 
language would permit, not intending by 
this to hinder farther enquiry, but to pro- 
mote it—not to take away the key of know- 
ledge, but to facilitate the true uſe and ap- 
plication of it. They were honeſt men, 
they had but one cauſe to ſerve, that of 
Gop and truth; they ſerved it faithfully, 
ſo faithfully, as to leave us without ex- 
cuſe, if we do not avail ourſelves of their 
labours, ſtill to ſearch farther into the ori- 
ginal. I hold it no diſparagement to a 
giant, to ſay that a dwarf ſet on his ſhoul- 
ders can ſee farther than the giant him- 
ſelf. | 
As for „the differences among tran/- 
% /ators and interpreters, I think this one 
of the ſtrongeſt arguments, that can poſ- 
ſibly be urged, in favour of the ſtudy of 
the Hebrew Bible for ourſelves. However 
other people may differ, the inſpired penmen 
of the original all ſpeak the ſame thing; and 
however other languages may vary in ex- 
preſion from each other, yet the Hebrew is 
but one, and the /ame with itſelf. Its words 
can never acquire new ſes, or new mean- 
ings ; they are all ideal, or expreſſive of 
images taken from ideas of natural things; 
therefore, till nature itſelf can change, there 
can be no change in one ſingle Hebrew 
word. This circumſtance alone, ſets it's ex- 
cellency above that of all other languages. 


Let | 
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Let us only go back about 450 years, to 
the days of Chaucer—which of us ſhould 
underſtand the Engliſb which was then ſpok- 
en? let us imagine Chaucer himſelf now to 
liſten to the more than Ciceronian eloquence 
of Lord Mansfield—what a jargon of gib- 
beriſh would it appear to him ? But could 
we be ſet at Mount Sinai, could we hear the 
ce voice of words * then ſpoken, we ſhould 
find them juſt the ſame as we now find 
them in our Hebrew Bibles; ſuch as they 
were then, ſuch are they now, and ſuch 
muſt they ever remain. For which plain 
and evident reaſon, they muſt ſo influence 
our conſtruction of the New Teſtament, as 
to make us fix its meaning to the ſenſe of 
the Hebrew Scriptures; for no variation or 
contradiction to this, can poſſibly be its 
true interpretation ;—ſo that I will conclude 
with aſſerting, that, a knowledge of the 
Hebrew is as neceſſary for a true interpre- 
tation of the New Teſtament, as for a right 


_ underſtanding of the Old Teſtament. 


As for the Points, they are no part of. the 
original Biblical Hebrew, nor have they 
any thing to do with the language, unleſs 
it be,to corrupt it — ſo that you need not 


| waſte any time about theſe. If you will 


put yourſelf to the expence of the ſecond 


edition of Parꝶburſt's Hebrew and Engliſh 


„ Heb. xii. 19. 


Lexicon, 
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Lexicon, you will no longer have to charge 
«* the helps for the ſtudy of Hebrew, with 
* ſuch dryneſs and diſcouragement. Never 
was any book of this kind ſo calculated for 
entertainment, as well as for inſtruction and 
erudition; it is replet with every kind of 
uſeful learning, and all brougbt, in the 
moſt engaging manner, to the /ervice of the 
ſanctuary. This—the interlineary verſion 
of Arias Montanus—and your Engliſh Bibl. 
applied to for one hour in the day, might 
foon convince you. that, inſtead of waſt- 
« ing your time, which might be better 
employed to other purpoſes,” you have 
employed it to the beſt and nobleſt of all 
purpoſes, that of qualifying yourſelf, more 
than ever, for mightily convincing all gan- 
fayers, and that publicly, ſhewing by the Scrip- 
tures, that Feſus is Chriſt *. 

M. Luther, in his comment on Pf. xlv. 
faith — Scio quantum mihi cognitio Ebrææ 
lingue profuerit contra hoſtes meos ; quare 
hac quantulacunque cognitione infinitis au- 
reorum carere nolim. To which laſt ſen- 
tence I ſet my hearty—Amen. 

Il wiſh you would look over a ſmall book, 
printed for Fohnſon near the Monument: It 
was publiſhed by Jeſbua Ketiliby, 1762, and 
intitled“ The Excellency and Great Impor- 
„ tance of the Hebrew language demon- 
4 ſtrated.” weak 5 
| Acts xviii. 28. 


You 
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— You will therein find the above teſti- 
mony of Luther, and that of upwards: of 
fifty other celebrated authors. | 


I have written ſo much in behalf of 
GOD's boo, that I e no time left to ſay 
any thing of mine nor indeed have I any 
inclination to ente into any diſputes about 
it: if it will not anſwer for itſelf, I ſhall 
not think it at all worth my while to an- 
{wer for it. Tam, 

Reverend Sir, 
Yours, &c. 


LETTER XVII. 
To the Reverend Mr. . 


November 22, 1781. 
Rev. and dear Sir, 


T HE taſk which you would impoſe on 

me, to write a complete comment 
1 on the ſeventh chapter of the Firſt Epiſtle 
eto the Corinthians,” is, I will freely con- 
feſs, beyond the extent of my poor abili- 
ties. However you, and others, may 
think this portion of Scripture very plain, 
and eaſy of interpretation ; yet, judging for 
myſelf, of what may be done from what 
has been done, I own, that I cannot help 
looking on this chapter, many parts of it at 
leaſt, among thoſe writings of Saint Paul, 


in 
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in which are Juovoyra zn. — certain things 
hard to be underſtood &. 

Dr. Guyſe, in his note on the firſt verſe, 
ſays, © Had we before us the letter which 
«© the Cormthians wrote to St. Paul, we 
might form a better judgment of the 
beauty and proprigg., of his thoughts on 
«© the points propoſct than we now can, 
&* for want of knowing its contents, any 
« farther than may be gathered from his 
reply, and from the very ſcanty remains 
* of the hiſtory of thoſe times. 

This obſervation is worthy the modeſty 
and learning of your old friend Dr. Guyſe : 
theſe, as impudence and ignorance in many 
others, met together in this excellent and 
judicious paraphraſt and annotator. Now, 
Sir, if you can produce me an authentic 
copy of the Cormthians letter to the 
Apoſtle, I will promiſe you to undertake 
the complete comment which you deſire; 
till then, I muſt be content with gueſſing 
for myſelf, from what I can underſtand of 
the anſwer, what was propoſed in the let- 
ter; leaving others to gueſs for themſelves ; 
| thankful, at the ſame time, for ſuch helps 
as the learned have from time to time af- 
forded. 

In general, I ſhould think moſt of the 
chapter unintelligible, becauſe contrary to 


cc 
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what the Old Teſtament ſays on the ſub- 
ject of marriage, if I did not take what is 
ſaid at verſe 26 as a key to many paſſages. 
For inſtance, verſe 1, It is good for a man 
not to touch a woman. How 1s this recon- 
cileable with Geneſis i. 28, And GOD Bleſſed 
them, and ſaid unto them, Be fruitful, and 
multiply, and repleniſh the earth ? Compare 
Geneſis ix. 1, 7. where the ſame command 
is twice repeated. Again, Geneſis ii. 18, 
And the Lord GOD ſaid, It is Nor 600D 
that man ſhould be alone; I will make him an 
help * meet for him — And verſe 22, He 
made, and brought the woman to the man. 

In ſhort, marriage itſelf is ſet in ſuch a 
point of view, as if it was onJy to be under- 
taken as a /efſer evil to avoid a greater. As 
for a ſecond marriage, it ſeems poſitively for- 
bidden — Art thou looſed from a wife ? ſeek 
not a wife. The cohabitation as man and 
Wife is commanded in one place, verſe 9—4, 
and ſeeins forbidden in another, v. 29 —T hoſe 
that have wives are to be as thoſe that have 
none. Hence ſome heretics called Abehans, 
or Abelonites, from their profeſſing to imi- 
tate Abel + the ſon of Adam, among other 
ſtrange tenets, held it right to marry, but 
then to live with their wives in total abſti- 


* Eng. Tranf, 
+ See Turner Hift, Heret. p. 160. 
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nence. St. Auſtin held ſuch marriages more 
| bleſſed than any other *. 

There can be little doube, but that, from 
the literal interpretation of this chapter, the 
ancient fathers, and primitive Chriſtians, 
had their ſtrange conceits about celibacy, 
and laid the foundation of all thoſe unna- 
tural and monſtrous ſchemes of it, which 
remain to this day among the clergy and 
votaries of the Church of Rome. 

But when we make uſe of the aforelaid 
bey, and conſider, that all the Apoſtle ſays 
on the ſubject of marriage, is not to be un- 
derſtood imply and univerſally, but merely 
as good for the preſent dijtreſs (verſe 26.) 
which, from the ſtate of perſecution the 
church was under at that time, threatened 
not only their liberty, but even lite itſelf ; 
then we ſee the wiſdom of the whole, hows 
ever we may differ in our interpretation of 
particular parts; and that the Apoſtle mult 
be underſtood to mean no more than, that, 
in the preſent diſtreſſed ſtate of things —when 
men were ſtanding every hour in jeopardy F 
of the loſs of their goods, and even of their 
lives, for their profeſſion of Chriſtianity—it 
was good, wiſeſt, beſt, to have as few attach- 
ments to this world, and to every thing in 
it, as poſſible; therefore, that which of all 


* See Thelyphthora, vol. iii. p. 45. 
+ 1 Cor, xv. 30. 
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others is the tendereſt and deareſt, and of 
courſe the ſtrongeſt, ſhould in prudence be 
avoided, if this could be done without 
danger of being tempted, or perhaps of be- 


ing overcome by a temptation, to ſomething 
worſe. 


This I take to be the general ſcope of 
what the Apoſtle ſays, either with regard to 
firſt or ſecond marriages ; not that either 
were evil in themſelves, to any perſons 
whatſoever, or rendered men leſs holy and 
acceptable to Gop, as conſidered in them- 
ſelves; as if a ſtate of virginity or celibacy 
were in themſelves preferable to marriage, 
which is the undoubted ordinance of Gop 
for the propagation and preſervation of the 
human fpecies ;—but that, all circumſtances 
conſidered, di Tyv EverTwog atv avayuy——0R ac- 
count of the preſent diſtreſs or neceſſity, if it 
could with fafety be avoided, it would be 
moſt prudent and beſt ſo to do. 

But there is a difficulty which meets us 
at the very threſhold of our comment, 
which I do not conceive it very poſſible to 
clear up with certainty, unleſs we were 
poſſeſſed, if not of the autograph, yet of 
an authentic copy of the Cormthians let- 
ter. The difficulty I mean is, whether the 

 words—Kaxc avipore yuvainog my ante a; — 
good for a man not to touch a woman—are 
the words of the Corinthians letter, or the 

beginning of the Ypotk's anſwer, 
| Some 
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Some learned men have thought them 
the words of the Corinthians. In that in- 
genious and learned performance, Bowyer's 
Conjectures on the New Teſtament, you 
will find the following note on theſe words : 
— “ Kano arlpwro yuan py 477%] the 
* words of the Cormthians; then follows the 
Apoſtle's anſwer, Ai 60 rc mopveiac, Cc. 
but to avoid fornication, let every man retain 
his own' wife. R. This mark of the R. 
I am told, diſtinguiſhes the note to belong 
to that great critic and ſcholar, the late 
Mr. Maręgland, Fellow oi Peter-houſe, Cam- 
bridge. 

Dr Whitby's paraphraſe ſhews, that he 
thought the Kaxov αν , &c. were the 
words of the Corinthians. | 
Now [zo ſpeak] concerning the things 
whereof ye wrote unto me; [v.] It is 
good for a man not to touch a woman 
[i. e. to live unmarried, or without the uſe 
of @ woman, or it is not good to marry, 
Matt. xix. 10. This I grant, as CHRIST 
* did to him, who, having the gift of conti- 
nency, can receive the ſaying.” | 
* Nevertheleſs, to avoid | that | fornication 
[which is /o common at Corinth, and ſa freely 
© practiſed by the Nicolaitans, under the pre- 
* tence that matrimony is a thing indifferent | 
let every man have [exerw, retain] his own 
wife, and let every woman have her own 


* huſband,” 


* 
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Here, by the way, I would hope, you will 


be a little better reconciled to my interpre- 
tation of this ſecond verſe in Thelyphthora ; 
for the Nicclaitans allowed a community of 
wives; that is what Dr. Yhitby ſuppoſes 
this ſecond verſe to be levelled againſt ; and 
therefore every man ſhould retain his own 
& wife,” and conſequently not put her 
away, nor let her go to others. You will 
obſerve that he conſtrues the firſt eyerw by 
retain, and leaves the ſecond eyero have, 
according to our tranſlation. So learned a 
precedent as this will, I hope, moderate 
your anger againſt the author of Thelyph- 
thora, for having given different ſenſes to 
the word exyer@, in the ſame verſe. 

Dr. Whitby's note on the place, to which 
I refer you, rather makes me think that he 
and Markland are right with regard to the 
Koaov avipyrw, &c.; but I will not take 
upon tne to determine any thing on the 
matter, | 

Be this as it may, I do not ſee the ſub- 
jet of ' Polygamy mentioned any where 
throughout the chapter; as to ſqueez- 
ing it in by a forced conſtruction, and then 
{queezing it out by a forced interpretation, 
it is treating the Apo/iſe as the Rhemifts 
have treated him; for they make him 
prefer virginity before marriage, as hav- 
ing a grateful purity of body and foul, 
* which marriage hath not,” and this 

with 
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with regard to all men; and then tell us, 
that “as for the c/ergy, and thoſe who 
* have made a vow of chaſtity, if they 
* marry, their marriage is but pretended, 
and is the worſt fort of incontinency and 
“ fornication, or burning.” I ſuppoſe, if 
any man in a Popiſb country was to lift 
up His pen againſt this, his book would 
be burnt by the common Langman; and he 
would be rather fortunate, it Monſieur Le 
Bourreau did not ſuch a writer the ſame 
#1nd office. 

I have been inſenſibly drawn on to write 
a much longer letter than I intended ; but, 
as I am determined that it ſhall be the laſt 
which you will receive from me, in the 
controverſial ſtyle, I will conclude it with 


44 


a ſhort, but a very peremptory argument, 


againſt all you ſay on this controverted 
point; which is, that Paul the APosTLE is 
no where called Paul the LawGtveR ; and 
till you can produce me more than the One 
Lawgiver, who is able to ſuve and deſtroy *, 
the ſum total of my creed on the point 
weill be the prophet 1/aiah's declaration — 
Jenovan is our 7udge—JEHOVAH is our 
LAwGIVER—JEHoOVAH is our KING - He 
will ſave un —adds the evangelical Prophet. 
Max He fave u.“ from all falſe doctrine, 


* James iv. 2. Þ If, xxxiii. 22. 


G 4 « hereſy, 
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« hereſy, and ſchiſm, from all blindneſs 


« and hardneſs of heart, and from all 
* contempt of his word and command- 
4 ments!” 
I am, 
Yours, &c. 


i. 
— 


LET FEN Il. 
To the Reverend B. G. 


January 14th, 1782. 


OUR firſt letter reached me in due 
time: I own mylelt to blame that I 
did not. acknowledge it; but the ſcene of 
affliction in which | have been involved, on 
the loſs of my excellent mother, and the 
avocations ſuch a change muſt occaſion, 
mult plead my excuſe. 
You ſay, that you“ think me miſtaken 
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* while the 


with regard to the laws of Exodus and 
Deuteronomy ; ; they are not to be under- 
ſtood as moral laws, but merely as judi- 
cial laws, which were for a peculiar 
people, and this only for a limited time, 


Jewiſh polity laſted”—that, 


they were addreſſed to the Fewos parti- 


— 4 and to no others; therefore 
Chriſtians are not bound by them, and 
have nothing to do with them. 


You 


Ern enn. 89 
Vou think that I] ſhall find it a difficult 


matter to anſwer all this, and yet if I do 
not, you „, cannot ſee how I can defend 
e the part of my book, where ] inſiſt fo 
* much on the perpetual obligation of theſe 
« laws.” 

You mult excuſe my freedom ; but, if I 
am to judge of your ideas of theſe things, 
from the expreſſions in your letters, I be- 
lieve, that I could ſet you a taſk, ſtill more 
difficult than that which you have ſet me, 
by deſiring you to explain the difference 
between a moral and a judicial law ; for 
you appear to me to have ſet the one in 
direct oppolition to the other; whereas, in 
truth and in fact, they are, in many in- 
ſtances, juſt the ſame in /ub/tance, and differ 
in form only, Are you ſure you do not 
mean ceremonzal laws all this while? par- 
don ſuch a queſtion ; but, unleſs this be the 
caſe, J cannot conceive or imagine how 
vou can {ſpeak of judicial laws as merely 
focal and tranſitory, as ſuch. 

Judicial laws, which I take in general to 
be ſignified by—tpyn—which we tranl- 
late judgments, and, when joined with Laws 
and Statutes, muſt be analogous thereto, 
I do underſtand to fignify, thoſe divine 
flatutes, which not only forbid a thing to 
be done, but pronounce the ſentence, judg- 
ment, or penalty, on the tranſgreſſor. If 
theſe ſort of laws relate to moral actions, 


they 
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they are of a moral nature—if to ceremonial 
obſervances, they are of the ceremonial hind : 
in the it inſtance, they muſt be per- 
manent; in the ſecond, they are waxed old 
and vaniſbed away.—l1 will give you examples 
of each. | 

The xth Commandment fays—T hou ſhalt 
do no murder, Here it appears in a pre- 
ceptive form. Let us look elſewhere, and 
we ſhall find, this moral inſtitute in a judi- 
cial form—Whoſo ſheddeth man's blood, by 
man ſhall his blood be ſbed *. 

 Again—The ſeventh Commandment faith 
— Thou ſhalt not commit adultery. Elſewhere 
we find it written The man that committeth 
adultery with another man's wife he that com- 
mitteth adultery with his neighbour's wife, the 
adulterer and the adultereſs ſhall ſurely be put 
to death . 2 En 

Now, Sir, by what ſeriptural rule of con- 
ſtruction do you aboliſh theſe moral laws, 
becauſe they appear in a judicial form ? 

Try the laws of Exodus and Deutera- 
nomy, which prohibit the ſeductian and 
uereliction of virgins, by ſuch rule of con- 
ſtruction, and fee how it can poſſibly ap- 
ply to their abolition, unleſs indeed morality 
1s not concerned in' the matter. 

The ceremonial laws ſometimes appear 
in a judicial form; as for inſtance, where 


* Gen. ix. 6. + Levit. xx. 10. 
the 
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the holy anointing oil is forbidden to be 
counterfeited *, or any other to be made like 
it—it is ſaid—//boſoever compoundeth any 
like it, or whoſoever putteth any of it upon a 


ranger, ſhall even be cut off from his people. 


Again—concerning the holy perfume y 
Il boſoever ſhall make like unto that, to ſmell 
thereto, ſhall even be cut off from his people. 

Theſe are judicial laws, but are of the 
ceremonial kind ; therefore, with the cere- 


 monial diſpenſation, are waxed old, and va- 


niſhed away 4, though what they ſignified, 
and pointed out, ſhall remain for ever! 

I hope, after this, that I ſhall hear no more 
of a diſtinction of moral from judicial laws, 
as if a moral law, in a judicial form, was not 
juſt as much a moral inſtitute, as if in a 
preceptive form only.—In ſhort, Sir, ſuch 
laws, whatever you may pleafe to make of 
them, are no leſs than Gop's judgments on 
the moral actions of men ; and, though hea- 
ven and earth paſs away, yet ſhall not theſe 
paſs away ||. 

But, the laws of Exodus and Deuteronomy, 
*© were addreſſed to the Jews particularly 
* and to no others; therefore Chriſtians 
are not bound by them, and have nothing 
to do with them.“ 

If this be true, then are the Chriſtians 


* Exod, xxx. 33. f Ver. 38. I Heb. viii. 13. 
| Matt, v. 18. 


a moſt 


92 rr m. 


a moſt lawleſs ſet of people ; becauſe, on this 
footing, they are not bound by any Jaw 
whatſoever throughout the whole Bi; For 
to whom were the laws, which are found 
there, addreſſed particularly?“ Let us 
try what your argument will do with the 
ten Commandmgnts. Theſe were addreſſed to 
the Jews particularly, and to no others ;” 


for moſt indubitably there were no others 


deſcribed in the 17 with which they 
were introduced at Mount Sinai. 

| Gon /pake all theſe words, ſaying I am the 
Lord thy Gop, which brought thee out of 
the land of Egypt, out of the houſe of bond- 
age *,— Again—Hear, O Jjrael! the Lord 
our Gop is one LordÞ.—And again Hear, 
O Iſrael, the flatutes and judgments which I 


ſpeak m your ears this day, that ye 7 learn 


them, and keep and do t en then follows 
a repetition of the Ten Commandments. Now, 


Sir, apply your argument to all this, and 
ſee whither it will carry you. 


Moſes took very ſufficient care that this 
matter ſhould not be miſunderſtood, as if 
the Jeus were to be under the Law, and 
others be left /awleſs for, in many places, 
he expreſſes himſelf to the following ef- 
fet—Ye ſhall have one manner of law, as 
well for the ſtranger, as for one of your own 


country; for I am the Lord your Gop \. Now, 
.- ® Exod: xx. 1, 2. + Deut. vi. 4. 1 Deut. v. 1. 


Gith 


FI Levit. xxiv. 22. 


- 


faith the Apoſtle, Is he the Gor of the Few 


only? is he not alſo of the Gentiles? Yes, of 


the Gentiles alſo *. 

Neither with YOU ONLY,  (Gith Moſes) 
do I make this covenant and this oath, but 
with him that Ff here with us this day 


before the Lord our Gov, and alſo with him 


that is not here with us this day . 

For all which reaſons, and for many more 
which might be given, I do conclude, with 
the Apoſtle—that, we are not without law 
to Gop, but under the law to Chriſt and 
more eſpecially as Gop has been, pleaſed to 
make it a part of the Chriſtian covenant, 
that He vill put His Law 7 our inward 
parts, and WRITE IT in our hearts —He 
will be our GoD, and Wwe ſhall be his people |— 
of courſe, ſubject to His lars; unleſs HE 
be the only Sovereign whoſe people govern 
themſelves, either by no /aws at all, or by 
fome laws of their own deviſing, inde- 
pendently of Him. 

As for your introduction of the ſtory of 


Judah and Thamar, I cannot ſee what pur- 


poſe is anſwered by it. In the firſt place, 
it happened about 236 years before the 
Law was given, which fo clearly and fully 
ſettled the bounds of conſanguinity or af- 
finity, within which marriage was deter- 
mined to be unlawful. In the next place. 


* Rom. iii. 29. I Deut. xxix. 14, 15. 
1 1 Cor. ix. 21. | Jer. xxxi. 33. comp. Heb. x. 16, 


there 
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there ſeems to be ſomething very myſterious 
throughout this tranſaction, which, if you 
and I do not perfectly underſtand, we can- 
not explain. It 1s the opinion of many 
learned men, that it falls under the Apoſ- 
tle's &Tva ev anyyopepevr—theſe things are 
to be allegorized *—and accordingly many 
commentators have aimed to ſet it forth in 
an allegorical light. In the birth of theſe 
& two brethren (Pharez and Zara) the ſtate 
& of the two churches of the Jews and 
« Gentiles may be conſidered as in a figure; 
ce the Jews, as the elder, drawing back the 
* hand through unbelief (Rom. x. 3, 21.) 
© the Gentiles as by violence getting the 
«« heavenly birthright. And when the Gen- 
«« tiles are fully born, then ſhall the Jews 
«& (that had the fign of the firſt birth- 
* right on their hands) come forth again.” 
So ſay Mr. Clark, and others. 

But with reſpe& to the letter of this 
chapter; it certainly proves, that Pharez, 
whom we find regiſtered in the holy line 
to David , was deſcended from Abra- 
ham through Judah the ſon of Jacob. St. 
Matthew mentions both Pharez and Zara, 
likewiſe their mother Thamar, who, though 
ſtrictly ſpeaking an adultereſs, as ſhe was 
betrothed to Shelah, yet perhaps not fo 
blameable as you would make her out. I 

* Gal. iv. 24+ + Matt. i. 3. 
am 
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am apt to think, that it was not from a 
principle of luſt, or deſire of gain, that ſhe 
acted as ſhe did; for though ſhe ſeems to 
have been an heathen by birth, of the land 
of Canaan, yet, like Rahab and Ruth in 
aftertimes, to have embraced the religion 
of Jacob, and to have a notion of the Me 


/iah's* being promiſed to his ſeed. Her vehe- 


ment defire to have a child by one of his 


family, can hardly be accounted for on any 


other principle; and, though ſhe took means, 
which appear to us ſinful, to obtain her 
purpoſe, yet, He, whoſe are the children, and 
the fruit of the womb F, was pleaſed to or- 
dain that it ſhould be ſo. This conſidera- 
tion ought to ſilence us on the ſubject; or, if 
we ſay any thing on this—on Rebekah's con- 
trivance to deceive 1/aac }—on Jacobs ob- 
taining the bleſſing by a jraud—and certain 
other paſſages of holy writ, let us ſay with 
the Apotle—O the depth of the riches, both 
of the wiſdom and knowledge of Gop | how 
unſearchable are his judgments ] and bis ways 
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I ſtill fay, and do not find it has been, 
or indeed can be, diſproved, that, if the 
laws of Iſrael had been like our laws, with 
regard to the making void all polygamous 
contracts, and baſtardizing the iſſue, then 


* See Patrick on Gen, xxxviii. 18. + Pf. cxxvii. 3. 


1 Gen. Xxvii. 9—17. $ Rom. xi. 33. 
Chriſt 
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Chriſt could not be deemed the egal iſſue of 
David, or the Son of Davin, in the rue, 
| legal, and mbheritable ſenſe of the word, 
11M and conſequently could not be Heir, to the 
16 crown ; and if ſo, not the perſon deſcribed 
| jj by Jſaiab and the other Prophets, and 
| 
| 
| 


| eſpecially by Zechariah—Reyoice greatly, O 
l daughter of Zion—ſhout, O daughter of Je- 
| | ruſalem ! Behold Thy KING cometh unto 
lf tbee x 
| 
| 
| 


| Whatever might have happened before 
| 1$ the days of David, in reſpect to the buſi- 
neſs of Thamar, or any others, it had no 
| concern with this queſtion, David took not 
the kingdom by deſcent, in conſequence of 


a ſtrict ſettlement, or limitation upon any 
| of his anceſtors. He was a purchaſer, as 
F111 dur law would call him; he took the crown 
Mil | from the hands of Gop, as an inheritance 
* to him, and to the heirs of his body ; un- 
| der which limitation none could take, or 
be legally and truly King of Iſrael, who was 
not /egally and truly deſcended from Him; 
but Chriſt was the Son of David according 
to the fleſh, by true and legal deſcent, both 
by his mother Mary, and by his ſuppoſed 
[| 118 father Joſeph ;. therefore the polygamous con- 

. tracts of his anceſtors from David down- 
1 wards, through Nathan, Solomon, &e. muſt 
have been true and legal; and therefore 


Zech. ix. 9. +. 
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Nathaniel was perfectly right in hailing 
Him — Ning of 1jrae! * — the multitudes 
paid him the rightful tribute of their 
Hoſannas— ſaying— Bleſſed is the KING of 
ISRAEL, that cometh in the name of the 
Lord and Pilate wrote more truth than 
he was aware of, when he wrote on the 
croſs, in Hebrew, Greek, and Latin JESUS 
oF NAZARETH, THE KING OF THE JEWS. 

How you may be with reading I know 
not, but I am ſo tired with writing, that I 
can only add | 
| Yours, &c; 
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EET TER IN; 
To Mrs. K. 


A 3 January 26th, 1782. 
Dear Madam, 


1 Received yours, with the Dialogues, and 


the Poem; as to the former, I think the 
two old friends exhibit a curious converſation 
in /ow life; however, they ſeem ſo fit for each 


. other's company, and ſo perfectly ſatisfied 


and agreed between themſelves, that I 
ſhould be very ſorry to attempt ſetting 
them at variance, or putting them out of 


eonceit with themſelves; fo, with my 


John i, 49; 
H compliments 
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compliments to Meſſrs. Philalethes and 
Monogamus, though it be too late to wiſh 
them a merry Chriftmas, yet I with them a 
happy New-year ; and hope that, within 


the courſe of it, they will © give Thelyph- 


„ thorg another reading,” if peradventure 
they may underſtand it. 
Pope fays— 
ope fays % 
% A Saint in crape, is twice a Saint in lawn,” 


Perhaps the writer of your Poem, thinks, 
that an abuſive libel in verſe is twice as 
good as in proſe. Keen iambics, as Mr. 
Bayes fays, nothing like them, to be ſure. 
How ſhall I repay the pains which you have 
been at to ſend me ſo much entertainment ? 
all franked, even carriage paid, which theſe 
hard times make of the more conſequence. 
What pity ts it, that all this ſhould be 
thrown away on a creature that has neither 


verſe nor proſe. to employ in the ſervice of 


retaliation ! + 
You have, however, contributed to the 


filling my drawer, which now is almoſt 
replete with ſquibs, letters, pamphlets, 
&c. on the ſubject of Thelyphthora ; all of 
which ſerve to inform me how thoroughly 
I am miſtaken, and miſapprehended, as to 
the whole object and meaning of my book, 
by the ſeveral critics who have done me 


the honour to abuſe me. 


It is not in my power to remove the 
2 | veil 
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veil from ignorance, or to cauſe the ſcales 
to fall from the eyes of prejudice. I cannot 
take away the poiſon from malice, or its 
deadly venom from malevolence. It is not 
for me to make men intelligent, candid, 
and charitable; kind and benevolent. If 
I could do theſe, my book would not only 
have been rightly underſtood, but its whole 
intention would have received the moſt 
candid interpretation. I ſhould not have 
been told, that, I wanted to introduce 
an indiſcriminatg practice of Polygamy, 
and to procure a /aw for the intro- 
duction of Turkiſh Seraglios that“ Iam 
for ſetting aſide all marriage-ceremony, 
and for men and women's living toge- 
ther under no other obligation than there 
is between the beaſts of the field.“ My 
having entered my proteſt, my having ex- 
preſſed my utmoſt a5horrence of theſe ideas, 
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and that in direct terms, in more paſſages, _ 


and indeed pages, than one, has not availed 
me. Theſe Shibboleths are ſtill current, 
they conſtitute the very eſſence of what has 
been written againſt me; and numbers ate 
ſo fond of talking of what I do not mean, 
that they will not liſten to what I 40 
mean. 

With this I muſt reſt content, till men's 
paſſions and prejudices find a time to ſub- 
fide; and then, perhaps, I may not be 
ſo ill underſtood as to be ſuppoſed capable 
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of ſo much folly, to ſay no worſe, and that 


on the moſt mature deliberation, as to write 
a treatiſe to prevent the ruin of women, and 
yet to ſet aſide the only ties which, as the 
world is at preſent conſtituted, can poſſibly 
prevent it. 

To contend, on the authority of the divine 
law, for making the ſeduction and defile- 
ment of married women an object of our 
criminal laws—can hardly, with reaſon, be 
ſuppoſed to promote the cauſe of Adul- 
fery. | 

Nor can the cauſe of Profizzution be fairly 
underſtood to meet with encouragement, 
by contending, on the authority of Gop's 
own poſitive inſtitutions, that what He has 
Joined together, no man can put aſunder. It 
follows, then, that the union is inſeparable ; 
and therefore human laws ſhould inforce it 
in every caſe where the Divine law has de- 
termined it ſo to be. 

This is the ſum and ſubſtance of what 
Thelyphthora contends for on theſe very 
intereſting ſubjects; and if, in the proſe- 
cution of them, any thing is ſaid, which 
neceſſarily involves a contradiction to our 
laws, cuſtoms, prejudices, or opinions, it muſt 
be attributed to that contradiction which is 
found in theſe, to what Gop has revealed, 
as His mind and will, in his own moſt 
ſacred, and inviolable, and perfect laws; 


which I have made the b2/7s of every pro- 


poſition, 
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Poſition, as well as of every argument which 
ſupports it. 

The arrows of my adverſaries have been 
aimed at me, ſome of them, I am ſorry to 1 
ſay, tipt with deadly poiſon ; but, while * 
armed with the breaſt-plate of divine truth, 
Jam invulnerable, and their weapons ſtrike, 
where, I moſt charitably and earneſtly hope, 
the aſſailants do not mean they ſhould. 

You tell me, that“ I have loſt ſome 
5 friends by this publication.“ Fear not, 1 
Madam, I ſhall find them again, if they 
are worth Having, either in this world, or 
in a better. | 


With my beſt compliments to Mr, 
K——, 


- + 
— 


I remain, 


Madam, 
Yours, &e. 


— — 
- 


P.S. You aſk me, why I did not pub- 
liſh the letters which I ſhewed you, at the 
end of my ſecond edition ?—I anſwer, that, 
as I am no guack, I don't deal in publiſhing 
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F 
To W. D. Eſquire. 


Feb. gth, 1782. 
Dear Sir, | 
J Received yours, which contained an 
account of what paſſed when you was 
at B.— am ſorry to think that there ſhould 
be any ſuch meetings as you deſcribe. When 
finging hymns and praying (if ſuch wretched 
mockery can be called praying } ſtand as the 
overture and introduction to icandalous con- 
verſation, evil ſpeaking, and defamation of 
the abſent ; there is but one a gravation, 
which hams to me admiſſible, that is the 
pretended purpoſe of the meeting—viz.— 
religious converſation—by your account, this 
was the preface to what you relate, You 
tell me, that not one of them had red 
the book, or had any perſonal acquain- 
. tance with the author.“ 

What can one ſay of ſuch pe cople ? what 
can one think of ſuch meetings, where 
mere hear-ſay evidence of books and authors 
paſſes for truth and demonſtration, and ſen- 
tence is paſſed on the characters of both, on 
the mere report of ſomebody, who had it 
from ſomebody elſe, who was told it by 
he forgets whom, by another who heard 
it, he forgets where, and ſo on? How is 


all 


% 


all this conſiſtent with religion, which, as 
it more eſpecially reſpects our duty towards 
our neighbour, is but another name for 
charity and good offices? Is this doing 
unto others as you would they ſhould do unto 
you? Was there, can you ſuppoſe, one in 
that aſſembly, who could have wiſhed to 
have had ſuch things ſaid of him, as he ſaid 
of me? Whether we are to look on the 
Ninth Commandment as an antiquated Few:/h 
/aw, in the opinion of theſe good Chriſtiahs, 
J will not ſay; but a more flagrant breach 
of it cannot well be committed, than by 
retailing ſuch malicious lyes againſt the 
reputation of another; and when this is 
done in the name of the Lord, it is more- 
over a palpable and aggravated violation 
of the third commandment. 

All that 7277 of the zhumbs, that down- 
caſt loch, which, were I to coin a new 
word, I would call Scythropiſin.— See Matt. 
vi. 16—that—< I am forry to hear” — 
« I am grieved to relate“ “ Tt has lain 
much upon my mind“ It has given 
« me great unealineſs”—and ſuch prefaces 
to this ſpecies of geſipping, by no means 
ſalve the matter; they 85 5 it worſe; they 
beſpeak a deep hypocriſy—tor if the relator 
was really ſorry to hear evil of others, 
he would not relate it, he would not let 
others hear it from him—if he was /ncerely 
the friend of his fellow-creatures, ſo as to 
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be grieved as he ought at their faults, 
whether rea/ or ſuppojed, he would not 
wound them {till deeper by publiſhing 
them to others. — But the truth is, there is 
a malignity of heart in the matter, which is 
gratified on theſe occaſions. The man 
thinks that he can revenge the quarrel of 
his pride and bigotry, whenever he can 
hope to leſſen the reputation of one that 
differs from his ſentiments, in the eyes of 
thoſe whom he wiſhes to engage on his fide 
of the queſtion. This ſets him to liſten 
after ander with greedy ears, like thoſe in 
Feremah — Report, ſay they, and we will 
report it *, This makes him haſte to di- 
vulge what he hears, wherever he can, in 
pious hopes that all will be believed, and 
all that hear become Parbisans for the rela- 
tor's opinions. 

Add to this, that a man ſeldom is eager 
to ſpeak to the diſadvantage of another, 
without ſome hopes of advancing himſelf 
in the opinion of thoſe that hear him; for 
in the ſame proportion that he ſinks ano- 
ther's conſequence, he thinks to raiſe his 
own. — Now, whatever ſuch a one may 
think of himſelf, it is very evident what 
Gop thinks of him; for it is a decided 
caſe in holy writ, 1 F any man ſeemeth to 
be religious, and bridleth not bis tongue, but 


Jer. xx. 10. 


decerveth 


| 
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deceiveth his own heart, this man's rehgion 
Is VAIN. 

It would be a good rule to obſerve, that 
people ſhould never {peak of others, but as 
they would with others ſhould ſpeak of 
them, or of their boſom- friends, or of their 
neareſt and deareſt ur lations. When the 
can jay of others what is good, let them 


ſpeak; when they cannot, let them be 


What a deal of fin and miſchief would 
be avoided by theſe means At preſent, if 


Mr. Sheridan ſhould wiſh to write a ſecond 
part to his ingenious comedy of the Schoot 
for Scandal, he has nothing to do but to 
attend ſuch meetings as you ſpeak of, and 


he will ſoon furniſh himſelf with ample 
materials. 


The latter part of your letter, and your 
obſervations, remind me of that exquiſitely 


fine paſlage in Tyorgce *. 


nde petitum 
Hoc in me jacis ? eſt auctor quis den que eorum 


Vixi cum quibus? abſentem qui rodit amicum; 
Qui non defendit alio culpante; ſolutos 

Qui cap.at riſus hominum famamque dicacis, 
Fingere qui non viſa poteſt; commiſſa tacere, 


Qui nequit; hic niger eſt; hunc tu, Romane, 
caveto. 


s there with whom I've liv'd, who know my heart, 
Who taught you how to aim this venom'd dart? 


* Sat. 4 lib. i. 
He 
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He who malignant tears an abſent friend, 
Or, when attack'd by others, don't defend; 
Who trivial burits of laughter ſtrives to raiſe, 
And courts of prating petulance the praiſe ; 
Of things he never ſaw who-tells his tale, 
And friendſhip's ſecrets knows not to conceal ; 
This man is vile; here, Roman, fix your mark; 
His ſoul is black, as his complexion's dark. 


FRANCIS. 


My beſt wiſhes attend yourſelf and fa- 
mily. I am, 


Yours, &c. 


LETTER XXI. 
To W. D. Eſquire. 


February 13th, 1782. | 
W HY will you endeavour to draw me 


into controverſy with you, on points 
which have already been ſo fully conſidered, 
and relative to objections. which have been 
raiſed by other people? You will bait me 
with what the Monthly Reviewers have ſaid 
about the word. ior, and, with them, 
*« poſitively aſſert, in oppoſition to all I 
* have laboured to prove, that eaurog and 
ioc are uſed indiſcriminately by the ſa- 


* cred writers to expreſs the ſame preciſe 
idea.“ You fay, if I can anſwer the 
argument which they have derived in 
nh * 
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c ſupport of their aſſertion, from Matt. 
„ XXv. 14. compared with Rev. x. 7. but 
* particularly from Rom. viii. 3. com- 
© pared with Rom. viii. 32. you will give 
* me credit for anſwering all the reſt, and 
«© will trouble me no farther.” Well—I 
accept the condition, and do poſitively de- 
clare, that I never will write you another 
ſyllable on the ſubject. 

The poſition in Thelyphthora is, that © the 
word 419: hath certainly an emphatic 
„ meaning wherever we find it, 8 
* muſt have its emphaſis in this place &, 
s as well as in others.“ — Ia order 
to overthrow the latter propolition, they 
attack the former, and would deny that it 


AN 


cc 


ever is emphatical any where; ergo, cannot. 


be fo here.—-They would have it but a 
mere convertible term with cadre, as they call 
it, “and uſed indiſcriminately by the ſa- 
* cred writers to expreſs the ſame preciſe 
« idea.“ This I take to be the ſtate of 
the argument, diveſted of all their ſneer, 
abuſe, and ill manners; which are con- 
cluded with — ** Bluſh, confidence! for 
« here thou canſt have no refuge, even in 
« evaſion !''—-P erhaps, before I have done, 
you may be for turning this moſt indecent 
inſult upon your favourite critics / , 
Imprimis, I would recommend it to 


* 1 Cor. vii. 2. 


theſe 


— TO 
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theſe Heroes in criticiſm, who are to ſet all 


the world right in their judgments on lite- 
rature, to find out ſome ſchool or academy, 
where grown gentlemen are taught Greek, 
and there to ſtudy the language till they 
underſtand it ; they then will know, that 
there is no ſuch word as eauro to be found; 
that eaure, Ic, 4, is a pronoun wanting the 
nominative caſe. It is properly of the third 

erſon, but is ſometimes uſed for the ſe- 
cond, both by ſacred and profane writers. 

So here is a ſad ſtumble at the threſhold, 
which promiſes but a lame buſineſs of it, 
when we get into the criticiſin itſelf. In 
ſupport, however, of this aſſertion, that 
exuToc and doe have the ſame preciſe idea, 
they cite many texts, though the former 
of the words exiſts no where but in the 
Monthly Review ; yet, waving this, let us 
proceed to conſider the principal texts re- 
ferred to“ Matt. xxv. 14. compared with 
„ Rev. x. 7. In the former text it is 
* ſaid Tc IAIOIS 08x ; in the latter, Te; 
e £aure Jeng.” — On the compariſon of 


Gs. 0 


_*« theſe two texts, the reader will inſtantly 


«« ſee the futility of an obſervation quoted 
* above,” &c.—Say Meſſieurs. 

Firſt, for Matt. xxv. 14. 

Our BLEssED SAVIOUR, in a moſt ſo- 
lemn diſcourſe with his diſciples, which 
begins, ch. xxiv. 2. and continues to the 
end of ch, xxv. incluſive, is ſtirring them 


up 


FE 


up to watchfulneſs, and to a due uſe of 
thoſe talents committed to their care, as 
ſpecially entruſted to their diligent im- 
rovement. For this immediate purpoſe, 

e ſets before them his departure from 
them, and their reſponſibilityj to him at 
the great day of account, when he ſhould 
come to judgment, under that awful para- 
ble of the talents. 

For the kingdom of heaven is as a man 
travelling into a far country, who called his 
orten ſervants (Tec disc Sehes) and delivered to 
them his goads: (v. 15) and unto one he gave 
five talents, to another two, and to another 
one; to every man according to his ſeveral! 
ability (enaoTw 1uaTh Ty AAN dguvitpy) and 
N took his journey, &c. 


When he came to reckon with them, he 


applauded the improvement which 779 of 


them had made, and ſuitably rewarded it— 

As for the third, who had neglected to 
improve the talent committed to his care, 
and who made a fooliſh and impudent ex- 
euſe for his floth and unprofitableneſs— 
his Lord anſwered and ſaid unto him, Thou 
wicked and flothful ſervant, thou knewe/? that 
J reap where 1 ſowed not, and gather where 
T1 have not ftrawed ?—thou oughteſt there- 
fore to have put my money to the exchangers, 
and then, at my coming, I ſhould have ra- 
ceived mine own with uſury. 


Theſe 
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Theſe exchangers — Tparetrai — were a 
ſort of public bankers, perſons who made 
« it their buſineſs to take up money upon 
6 ſmall intereſt, and let it out at larger *.“ 
Theſe were ſervants to any body who would 
employ them. —The man in the parable is 
repreſented as not employing ſuch, but as 
intruſting Chee, who, from their particular 
relation to him, as his own peculiar ſer- 
vants, would be more likely to conſult his 
intereſt in the care and improvement of 
his property, than the public exchangers 
(Tpanelirai) who, let who might employ 
them, would be more attentive to their 
own profit, than that of their employ- 
ers: therefore, in contradiſtinction to Zheſe, 
it is ſaid, that the man called hig own, pro- 
per (disc) ſervants, and delivered unto THEM 
his goods; not equally, but according to the 
particular, or peculiar ability of each to. im- 
prove their value in intereſt. 

Here is the adjective ioc uſed twice 
firſt, with reſpect to the perſons made choice 
of inſtead of the exchangers—who are em- 
pbatically therefore ſtyled Tes IAIOTYE Jov- 
aoug—his own, peculiar, proper, ſervants. 


2dly. The diviſion of the charge is as eu 


phatically expreſſed to be—Kara Tyy TAIAN 
Jyvapy—accordaing to the PECULITAR abi- 


lity of each, or, as our tranſlation has it, to 


every man according to his ſeveral ability. 
* See Parkh, Gr. and Eng. Lex. TpansCiTns. An 
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All this is expreſſed by idee, and yet it is 
not emphatical ! 

3dly. Add to this, the conſideration of the 
perſons to whom, and concerning whom, 
this parable was primarily and peculiarly ad- 
dreſſed—his mmediate diſciples, who are 
fo emphatically ſtyled TOYE IATOYS Te es 
TW M οαν HIS OWN that were in the 
world *ﬀ—who doubtleſs were meant to be 
repreſented by the faithful ſervants. 

Wetflem, who, though unacquainted with 
the word eaurOZ, was, notwithſtanding, a 
moſt accurate critic in the Greet of the 
New Teſtament, and fully entered into the 
meaning and intent of the word die, Matt. 
XXV. 14. thus comments on it. 
ce Ide] Quos maxime ad hoc idoneos 
judicabat, et quos accuratius, & majore 
ce fide quam menſarios negotium geſturos 
e efſe ſperabat. Which I render thus: 

His own ſervants] whom he judged 
ce to be moſt ft and proper for the pur- 
*« poſe, and who, he hoped, would tranſ- 
act the buſineſs with more accuracy, 
«© and with greater fidelity, than the ex- 
„ changers. 

Yet die is not emphatical Why ?— 
Mark, Sir, the reaſon !-—Becauſe, in Rev. 
X. 7. We are told, that -In the days of the 
voice of the Jon's Angel, when he | ſhall be- 
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gin to ſound, the myſtery of God ſhall be 


finiſhed, as he has declared to his ſervants 


the prophets—Tuoes eaure ?, Tois o- 
@yraus. — Why Meſſieurs left out the word 
Tpo@yra i —the Prophet they know beſt 
I know not, unleſs it was to keep * the 
reader from inſtantly ſeeing the futility 
cc of their criticiſm,” and that this ſen- 
tence, and that in S?. Matthew, had nothing 
to do with each other. However, let us 
conſider their argument—it amounts to 
this— 

The word i; is found Matt. xxv. 14. 

But it is not found, Rev. x. 7. 

Ergo. It is not emphatical in Matt. xxv, 


14. | 

*Where theſe gentlemen learned their 
Greek, 1 will not pretend to ſay ; but their 
Logic ſeems to have been derived from 
pretty much the fame ſource with his, 
who held, that“ as a wheel-barrow goes 
% rumbledy rumble, fo one man owes ano- 
* ther ſixpence.“ | 

This letter muſt now conclude : when 
I can write again, you ſhall hear more 


from 
" Yours, &c. 


We" oF. Pr We, L E 1 
* 3. 5 | ® 


(144. 
ERT TER ESI, 
To the ſame. 
February 22d, 1782. 


Decar Sir; 


ANY hindrances have fallen in my 
way; which have prevented my finiſh- 


ing what was begun in my laſt: how-. 


ever, I now fit down to put a final end to 
all controverſy between us on the word 
dice, as well as on every thing elſe relative 
to T helyphthora. 

The peremptorineſs with which Meſ- 
eure aſſert, that eauros (let us call it eaure) 
and 1878 © are uſed indiſcriminately by the 
* ſacred writers to expreſs the ſame pre- 
t© ciſe idea,” can only be equalled by their 
Ignorance of the ſubject. In the firſt place, 
txvTg and ive are different parts of ſpeech ; 
the former is a promenn ſubſtantive, and ſig- 
nifies Himſelf, Herſelf, Itſelf. Idioe is a noun 
adljective, and cannot ſtand by itſelf with- 
or a ſubſtantive, either expreſſed of im- 
plied: To uſe theſe ©* indiſeriminately, would 
make excellent ſenſe | — Let us try. — The 
firſt text where we find the very word exurg 

is Matt. xii. 45. Then goeth he and taketh 
with HIMSELF (uel' _ ſeven other ſpirits, 
&c. What ſenſe would ned d have here? 


SO ToyypoTepa eaurTe——more wicked than bim 


I el. 


— 


- 
bot. a wa. a 
apr Ir. 0... 
* — 2 * 
_ 8 


> wo 


- AC * 22 
_ — 


; ² —ũ ̃ Ü — 
er _ 1 4 o . 
n * — 
2 8 


CAE wb ,, el ei Eoin oo Oz - 
—— — a — p — 
Fr 
2 4” ann, 2 


N 0 — 
— ůů — ᷣ - E „% „ ——»ũ— 


——ů——— wöh CS 


— 


— 


— — — — am 
—. — L 
8 * * — — wy 4 EST 


— EE 


——— — —— — — 9 9 OO — — 


114 LEAF 


felf—Would i912 do here as well as eauTs? So 


in numberleſs other inſtances 1Joc could 
not be put for eavre without downright 
nonſenſe. Nor could sant ſtand for dio 
in many other places. —Idies fignifies one's 
own, proper, always in a peculiar ſenſe. So 
in John i. 11. He came to His own (Ee r 
) and his own (o, dio] received him not. 
What are we to underſtand by the 1:4 and 
the die here? Doubtleſs the Fews, his own 
covenant people, his kindred accoraing to 
the fleſh (Rom. ix. 3, 4, 5.) his own pecu- 
liar people, not only under natural, but 
ſpecial, obligations to him. — Think you, 
Sir, that the Evangeliſt only uſes dice here 
indiſcriminately for caurs? So in that dread- 
ful account of the traitor Judas, Acts i. 25, 
Matthias is choſen to take part of that mi- 
niſtry and apęſtleſbip, from which Judas by 
zranſgreſſion fell, that he might go to Is 
OWN place—eis To Torov Toy ION. What 
an awful import has IAION in this paſſage! 
Who that looks at it, and recolle&s Pſal. 
cix. 6 19. but muſt ſhudder ? Who, that 
has the leaſt proper conception of the force 
of language, can ever imagine Sf. Luke to have 
had no particular deſign in this expreſſion, 
but only an“ inaiſcriminatè uſe of dio for 
eauts? 80 1 Tim. vi. 15, Hy A’ i019 


Teikst — which in his times he ſhall ſhew, as we 


have rendered it ;—but this is not the ſenſe 


of the place; i%:a&s. here means, fi, conve- 


nient ; 


rann +26 
nient, Chryſoſtom explains it by ονοννẽL¼ 
—fit, What could eavre have to do here? 
—Temportibus proprits, Lat.—In its proper 
and appointed ſeaſon. GUYSE. 

Again—is ſignifies private, ſebarate— 
thus it is uſed in the expreſſion uar' Fav ; 
Ywpty, place, being underſtood : in a private 
place, privately, apart.—See Matt. xiv. 13, 
23. &al.—eaurs can have nothing to do here 
as a convertible term. 

I hope, by this time, you begin to be 
ſatisfied that Mefreurs are better railers than 
critics, and that the ſacred writers do not 
«« uſe eavre and 1905 indiſcriminately, as 
* having the ſame preciſe idea. 

1 do not believe that the facred writers, 
either in the Old or New Teftament, ever 
wrote one word without deſign, or ever ſet 
down one expreſſion at random for another; 
even if we can fix on two convertible terms, 
I will be bold to ſay, that wherever we 
find either of them, there is ſome reaſon 
for giving it the preference to the other ; 
nor could we, where certain of the reading, 
change the word without weakening or 
injuring the ſentence, either in ſenſe or 
propriety :—men who 2 as moved by the 
Holy Ghoſt, muſt be far beyond the reach 
of human correction, or paltry criticiſm ; 
more eſpecially, where it would charge 
them with writing without defign, or, like 

I 2 ' CGulliver's 
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Gulliver's authors at Laputa, jumbling 
words indiſeriminately together, and then 
taking that which comes uppermoſt. 

But to return. We now are to conſider 
Rom. viii. 3. with Rom. vii. 32. In 


this laſt text,” the author of Thelyph- 


thora is charged with ſaying, © we meet 
* with a very material proof of the empha- 
« tical import of the word Idioc, to denote 
„ Chriſt's being Gop's own, proper, ſon, in 
«© ſuch a ſenſe as no creature i, or can be.” 
This is my indictment—on this I am 
arraigned—and do moſt heartily, and with- 
out reſerve, plead GuitLTY. I have there- 
fore nothing left, but a motion in arreſt 
of judgment, or rather a writ of error on 
the judgment, For, before, I enter upon 


this, I muſt remind you of the ſentence 


paſſed upon me by Meſieurs—viz. 

„It is the peculiar infelicity of this 
* author,” ſay they, to be moſt poſitive 
* where he hath the greateſt reaſon to be 


* diffident; and to ſtep forward, with an 


air of unbluſbing ſe If- confidence, to poſſeſs 
* the very ground that will not afford him 
* one inch of ſolid matter to reſt his foot 
* upon: for, in the very chapter where he 
* finds de united to wc, he might have 
found exurs advanced to the ſame dig- 
e nity, and ſtanding in the ſame connec- 
* tion, See Rom. viii. 3, Gop 69 

| % his 


rn n 


4c his own Son—rToy EAITOT wov. Bluſh, 
© confidence! for here thou canſt have no 
** refuge, even in evaſion. 

Such is the judgment—ſuch the terms — 
ſuch the good-manners, in which it is con- 
ceived. 


The errors which I aſſign are mainly 
two. 


I. The ſubſtitution of inſult and abuſe in 
the place of argument. 

H. A total miſpriſion of the Apo/- 
tles meaning, and reducing the moſt no- 
ble and exalted piece of eloquence, that 
tongue could utter, or pen deſcribe, to the 
level of Meſteurs the Monthly Reviewers 
and this by deſtroying as fine a c/max in 
expreſſion as words can form, on the bare 
authority of an Exgliſb tranſlation. 

As to the firſt error, it is not worth 
notice—it is, however, apparent upon the 
face of it; but we will ſet it down as com- 
mon with Meſfieurs, as the want of an origi- 
nal and warrant of attorney are, in what 
are called common errors in our courts of 
juitice, for which judgment 1s arreſted of 
courle. 

As to the ſecond error. It ariſes from 
the notion which Meſſieurs have conceived, 
that eauvrs and ie are convertible terms, 
„ uſed nd; iſeriminately by the ſacred writers, 
to expreſs the ſame preciſe idea“ and 
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conſequently, that is the caſe with Sr. Paut 
in this chapter. 

You know, Sir, that indiſcriminate denotes, 
*© not differenced or diſtinguiſhed ; — where 
* no difference or diſtinction is made. — 
Therefore we are to underſtand, that this 
great and inſpired orator, St. Paul, was ſo 


- unacquainted with the force of language, 


and with the rules of oratory, as to vary a 
word in his exordium, for another in his 
Peroration, but without any diſtinfion or 
difference whatſoever, and if ſo, without 
any meaning or purpoſe. 

The erghth chapter of the Epiſtle to the 
Romans is, perhaps, one of the fineſt pieces 
of eloquence the world ever knew, or that 
the Bible itſelf contains; its contents are 
diſpoſed agreeably to every rule of true 
oratory. He firſt propoſes the ſabyect, 
plainly and briefly, in all that ſimplicity 
and plainneſs of words, which is moſt 
ſuited to poſſeſs the. underſtandings of the 
hearers or readers with a true conception 
of the matter before them ;—he confirms, 
with his arguments and reaſons, the truth 
of what he lays down, thus gaining thc ap- 
probation of the judgment ;—and' then, with 
an apeftrophe to the paſſions and affections, 
that theſe may be ſtirred up, and the whole 
man ſubdued, by the Hhirit and wiſdom of 
his ſpeech—he breaks forth in all the fire 
pf the moſt ſublime eloquence 3 his lan- 


guage 
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guage glows, his expreſſions augment their 
force, and thus doth he commend himſel, to 
every man's conſcience in the fight of GOD *.— 
Ver. 31.—H# hat ſhall we ſay then to theſe 
things? — If Gop be for us, who can be 
againſt us? — He that ſpared not his owN 
SON, but delivered HIM up for us all, how 
ſhall he not with HIM freely give us all 
things? &c. &c. | 

That which in the exordium was To- 
Europ vio Teulac—ſending his Son—glows 
in the concluſion, at ver. 32. into — Toy 
IAIOY vid s £QeouT0, OMAN UTED ν TAYTWY 
T&peSuner AurTi—ſpared not his OWN, PRO- 
PER, Son, but delivered Him up for us all. 
Why was this change of expreſſion ? for 

the ſake of a diſtinction without a differ- 
ence? No, Sir, but (as Tully, in his book 
De Oratore, ſpeaks of digreſſing in the 


concluſion or peroration) ornand; & augend! 


caus4—** to adorn and augment the force” 
of the application. But how could this be 
done, if do, at yer. 32, and eaurs at ver. 3, 
are only uſed “ indiſeriminately to expreſs 
the ſame preciſe idea? They may juſt as 
well tell us, that an «Q«oxro is uled indiſcrimi- 
nately for Teu4as.—In ſhort, the antichmax 
(for ſo I will call it) which they would 
charge on the Apoſtle, beſpeaks them to be 
yoid of all taſte as well as judgment—or, as 


* 2 Cor. iv. 2. 
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Shakeſpeare ſays of ſecond childhood — ſans 
taſte, ſans eyes, ſans every thing! 

The mention of that great maſter of all 
human eloquence, Shakeſpeare, reminds me 
of a paſſage in his inimitable OTHELLO, 


which may well ſerve to illuſtrate this 
ſubject : — 


—— 5! parva licet componere magnis —— 


BRABANTIo complains to the Senate, 
that his daughter DespEMonA has been 


ſtolen from him. The Duxs tells 
him— 


<© Whoe'er he be, that, in this foul proceeding, 
“ Hath thus beguil'd your daughter of herſelf, 

*© And you of her, the bloody book of law 

** You ſhall, youRSELF, read in the bitter letter, 


After YOUR owN ſenſe ; 3 yea, though our PROPER 
e 


©£ Stood in the action.“ 


Now, Sir, if Meſſieurs ſhould ever miſtake 
their talents, ſo far as to attempt an edition 
of Shakeſpeare ; which, after attempting a 
critique on St. Paul, may not be impoſſible ; 
they will probably tell us, that“ YouR own W 
„ SENSE” is a convertible term for—your 
ſenſe ; and that the word PROPER, means no 
more than if the Dukx had ſaid, my ſon ; 
that the Poet had no defign in chuſing the 
word PROPER, Which exactly anſwers to 
dec, and is only * uſed ind. 1 to 


e expreſs 
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** expreſs the ſame preciſe idea” with 
Jon ; which, if the verſe would permit, 
would do juſt as well—and, indeed, Shake- 
Heare, in ſeveral others of his Plays, writes, 
my fen bis ſon—your Jon.—Therefore he 
muſt be underſtood to ule PROPER SON 
& mdiſcriminately.” 

By the above compariſon of Rom. viii. 3, 
and Rom. viii. 32, I am reminded of Gen. 
xxii. 2, —thy so thine ONLY $ON — 
ISAaac—wHOM THOU LOVEST ; — where 
every change in the expreſſion ſtrengthens 
and enforces the period. — So in Rom. 
viii. 3, and 32, He ſent is so — He 
ſpared not his owN PROPER so — but 
DELIVERED HIM UP.—The t period is 
in the ſimple narrative—the two /aft in all 
the glow of application. 

I have only to add, that I defire you 
will look back to the former part of this 
letter, where the judgment on the author 
of Thelyphthora is recorded—read it over, 
and aſk yourſelf to whom it belongs. 

As the tate of Meffieurs is equally great 
and refined in Hebrew, as in Grecian Criti- 
ciſm, I ſhall now leave them in full poſſeſ- 
ſion of the field; inſiſting on your promiſe, 
never more to call upon me for another 
word of anſwer. 

With reſpect to your ** Chapter of Con- 
* ſequences,” as you call it —it only 
proves, that any thing, however right and 

good, 
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good, may be abuſed: What is out of the 
reach of this? Not even the Bible itſelf ,— 
Voltaire ſays, very truly 


& Ainſi chez les humains, par un abus fatal, 
& Le bien le plus parfait eſt la ſource du mal. 


For more on this ſubject, I refer you to 
Thelyphthora, preface, p. xv. ad edit.—or 
rather let me refer you to every days ex- 
perience, as to every thing in this world. 
I am, | 
Dear Sir, 
. Yours, &c. 

P.S. You will obſerve, that Meſſieurs 
are led into their wrong conceits of eaurs 
and oc, by the implicit attention which 
they pay to one of the moſt faulty parts of 
our Engliſh tranſlation ; I mean, the ren- 
dering different words of the original by 
the /ame words in Enghſh. I have examin- 
ed and compared all the texts which they 
mention on the ſubject of % and eaure, 
and they are ſo little to their purpoſe, as 
they ſtand in the original, that I ſhould be 
aſhamed to waſte a ſingle dip of ink more 
in the diſpute.—Look into the Latin tranſ- 
lations, and you will find them much more 
accurate than ours, in their rendering eaure 
and dice — particularly Rom. viii. 3. 32. 
and 1 Cor. vii. 2, See Leuſden ex Ar. 
n 885 | 
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LETTRAE xr. 
To the Same. 


Feb. 28th, 1782. 
Dear Sir, 


FT ER the reſolution in my laſt, of 
2 writing no more on the ſubject of it, 
you will be ſurprized to receive this; but, 
on recollection, I find that I omitted to 
mention, Rom. xiv. 4. where the emphati- 
cal meaning of 13:5 ſtands forth with a pe- 
culiar luſtre, and where eaurs could not be 
ſubſtituted without deſtroying the force and 
energy of the expreſſion. 

Who art thou that judgeſt To ris own 
ANOTHER MAN'S SER- PROPER MAS=- © 
V AN T—@AAGTpiov omeTyy— TER. he fland- 
or rather, ANOTHER'sS er- eth or falleth, 
vant?—Thewholecontext To IAIN Kop 
ſhews, that not man's, but gin N mira. 
God's ſervants are meant. 

Suppoſe we read it 

Who art thou that judgeſs To uis MAs- 

' ANOTHER'S SERVANT? -— TER he ſtand- 
eth or falleth. 
To eaurTg yp. 

Doth not the difference ſtrike your mind 
immediately ?—Doth not the change of the 
words introduce a flatneſs, a mere Bathos 
into the expreſſion ?—Hear it red to you, 
your ears muſt acknowledge—look at it, 

your 
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your eyes muſt ſee it — hin of it, but for 
an inſtant, you muſt conceive it; — and yet 
theſe Mefſieurs—theſe Lynxes, who can ſee 
ſo much farther into a mz//-ftone than other 
men, as to pronounce a man's arguments 
futile and fallacious, even before they ex- 
amine the authorities on which they are 
grounded - theſe critics in Bat, without 
a ſingle ſharp in their key—againſt all 
ſound or ſenſe, are for bringing a number 
of paſſages in ſcripture to prove, that To 
TAIN uvouw—to HIS OWN PROPER maſter (for 
that is the meaning and force of the ex- 
preſſion) might as well be exprefſed by To 
£QUT8 Kvpln—bts maſter —** eauTs and idioe be- 
«« ing uſed indiſcriminately by the ſacred wri- 
4 ters!” | 

Though zeurs, in a few inſtances, is 
rendered, by our tranſlators, with the word 
own introduced, yet this is not tranſlation, 
but paraphraſe ; there is no own belonging 
to it's /zteral interpretation, nor ſhould it 
ever be introduced, becauſe it tends to con- 
found it with ioc, which literally does 
Hgnify—own, proper. 

The pronouns meus, ſuns, tuus, veſter, 
&c. in Latin, can never be made conver- 
tible terms with propriys, without ſpoiling, 
by weakening, the expreſſion. 5 

Let us try with the prince of the Latin 
poets Virgil. — Juno, in order to engage 
Zolus againſt the Trejans, promiſes him the 


moſt 
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moſt beautiful of her twice ſeven handſome 
nymphs in wedlock. She ſays, 
Sunt mihi bis ſeptem præſtanti corpore ymphbæ, 

Quarum, quæ forma pulcherrima, Deiopeiam 

Connubio jungam ſtabili, PRoPRIAMQUE dicabo. 

I have twice ſeven nymphs, excellent in 
beauty, the moſt beautiful of whom, De- 
zopeta, I will join to thee in firm wedlock, 
and conſecrate her to thee as THINE OWN 
for ever.” 

What think you of tuam (if the metre 
would bear it) Fhine -inſtead of PROPRIAM, 
THINE OWN proper peculiar? - Which is 
here held forth by the ſtrongeſt of all 
boſſeſſory terms, to intimate the ab/olute pro- 
perty which Aolus ſhould have in Deiapeia, 
the rather to invite him over to Funs's 
purpoſe. Can you poſſibly believe, that the 
word PROPRIAM is not emphatical? —or 
would Virgil uſe it only indiſcriminately for 
tuam ſuppoſing (as I ſaid) that the metre 
would bear it; | 


Twice ſeven, the charming daughters of the main, 
Around my perſon wait, and bear my train; 
Succeed my with, and ſecond my deſign, 

The faireſt, Deiopeia, ſhall be thine, 
And make thee father of a happy line. 


RYDEN. 

I tranſcribe this as a ſpecimen, to ſhew, 
how cautious we ought to be, in forming 
our judgments of books, or of language, 
from tranſlations, even from thoſe which 
are moſt and higheſt in eſteem, - 


The 
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The thoughts in the above, are moſt of 
them Mr. Dryden's own, as you will ſee 
by comparing his verſon with the Latin, or 
with the literal tranſlation which I ſend 
you in humble proſe. He has deſtroyed 
the ſpirit and energy of Virgil, in the only 
line that is like a tranſlation, by changing 
the nervous Pathos of 

Connubio jungam flabili, PROPRIAMQUE dicabo, 
into the miſerable Bathos of 

— ſhall be thine: 

It reminds one of Racine's making Alex- 
ander repreſent himſelf to his miſtreſs, by 
way of gaining her affections—as 

Le Conguerant de PUnivers—et votre Amant. 


All this is ſtill worſe, if we conſider 
Juno as the heathen goddeſs of marriage, to 
which, no doubt, the connubio jungam ſtabili 
alludes, in a very particular ſenſe. 

Let us now go to thoſe inimitable lines, 
which Odlavia, the ſiſter of the Emperor 
Auguſtus, and mother of Marcellus, order- 
ed to be ſo ſignally rewarded. Among 
theſe are found the Bebe An- 
chiſes is ſuppoſed, with tears in his eyes, 
to foretel and lament the fate of young 


Marcellus. 


Tum pater Anchiſes lachrymis ingreſſus obortis : 
O nate, ingentem luctum ne quere tuorum;, 
Oftendent terris hunc tantum fata, neque ultra 
Eſſe ſinent —nimium vobis Romana propage Y 
Viſa potens, ſuperi, PROPRIA hac fi dena fuiſſeni. 


Sees 


1 


LEK 


Seek not to know (the Ghoſt reply d with tears) 
The ſorrows 0 of thy thy ſons in future years. 
[4 


This on (the bliſsful viſion of a day) 
Shall juſt be — on earth, and ſnatch'd away. 


The Gods too high had rais the Roman ate, 
Mere but their gifts as PERMANENT as great. 
Drypen. 

This is a fine ver/ion, but it is not a tranſ- 
lation: weloſe the iINGEN TEM luctum. Here 
is again an inſtance of Pathos changed into 
Bathos: we have the PROD1GIOUS GRIEF of 
the Roman people reprebenand as mere 

 forrows. 

We alſo loſe the fine Hyperbole of the Ro- 
MAN power's ſeeming too great even in the 
eyes of the Gods themſelves, as if they might 
have been jealous of it; and this introduced 
with that beautiful apoftrophe— 


—— Nimium vobis Romana propago 
Viſa potens, SUPERI, &c. 


All this is ſunk into— 
| The Gods too high had rais'd the Roman ſlate. 
The paraphraſing PROPRIA bac ſi dona fuiſ> 


ſent into 
Mere but their gifts as PERMANENT as great 


loſes the meaning and force of the ori- 


ine! PROPRIA. This conveys here an idea of 
aving things—/o much, ſo entirely our own, 
as to be ſolely under our own diſpoſal, 
power, management, If this had been the 
caſe, Marcellus would not have died—the 

great 
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great events which are mentioned would 
have come to paſs—and Rome have been 
raiſed to ſuch a pitch of glory and grandeur, 
as, even unto you, O ye Gods, to have 
« ſcemed too great and powerful... 
The word PROPRIA is emphatical, al- 
moſt beyond the reach of tranſlation. What 
think you of ſuppoſing that Virgil only 
uſed it indiſcriminately for Y/aſtra? Render 
the laſt line into Greece; would eavrs do as 
well for this emphatical PROPRIA, as the 
word 19:4? You could ſurely aſſign a rea- 
ſon why it would not—viz,—becaufe 107 
is a ſtronger term, and approaches nearer to 
the force of the original PROP RIA! rather 
Jhould fay—1s a literal tranflation of it. 
There are, perhaps, ih all languages, what 
may be called convertible terms, or words 
which may be ſometimes uſed indiſcriminate- 
ly for each other. For inſtance, in the 
Latin, Magnus and Ingens may, on ſome 
occaſions, be uſed indiſcriminately; but, on 
others; this would be highly abſurd ; 'the 
latter being a much ſtronger word than the 
former: for which reaſon Virgil doubtleſs 
ſays, INGENTEM ludtum, hereby carrying 
the compliment to Marcellus to the higheſt 
pitch. An example of this alſo meets us in 
TERENCE, Eunuch. Act III. Scene 1— 
THRAS0. MAGNAS vero agere GRATIAS 
THAN ST; 
 GNATHO,—INGENTES., 


T, braſs. 


LETTER XXUT.. a9 


THRAS0. And Trais then returns me 
many thanks ? | 


GNATHO. Ten thouſand, 


COLEMAN. 
Though this be the ſenſe, yet it is not a 
tranſlation of the paſſage. It is literally— 
«© THRASCO. But did Thais return me 
6 GREAT THANKS? | 
© GNATHO. IMMENSE. 


So Lucretius, Lib. vi. ver. 677: 
Maxima quz vidit quiſque, Hæc ingentia finxit. 


Here Ingens is carried beyond the ſuperla- 
tive degree of Magnus. Now, what Ingens is 
to Magnus in Latin, that I take dice to be to 


cb in the Greek; a ſtrong augmentative, 


even conſidering it in a fynonymous light, as 
holding the place of a pronoun poſſeſſive. 

Can you then, Sir, imagine, that the 
Apoſtle ſhould uſe exvre and dice in the 
ſame verſe, as he does 1 Cor. vii. 2.—or 


in the /ame diſcourſe, as he does, Rom. viii. 3, 


and Rom. viii. 32—without meaning or de- 


ſign? © indiſcriminately, to ex pews the ſame 


«« preciſe idea?” You may juſt as well ſup- 
poſe, that Virgil's uſe of the adjective Pro- 
prius, in the paſſages above cited, or Terence 3, 
and Lucretius's, uſe of the adjective Ingens, 


are to be looked upon in the ſame pre- 5 


dicament, becauſe there is ſuch a pronoun 
adjective as N9fter, or Suus, and ſuch a noun 
adjective as Magnus. | 

OBE ens Nee K When 


ACER ˙ͤ HE 3 Pee redo th 
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When the Apofile Rom. xiv. 4.) ſays 
that the 8 fandeth or ſalleth to nis 
OWN MASTER IAIQ wwpium—ll ſe tient 
ferme ou il bronche pour /n propre Seig- 
neur, ſays a French tranſlation—it certainly 
denotes ſuch an appropriation of the maſter 
to the ſervant, as to render the ſervant 
amenable only to him, reſponſible only to 
him, accountable only to him He flandeth 
or falleth not by the judgment of any other 
than his own proper lord and maſter —Pro- 
2 domino ſtat aut cadit. LEUsDEN ex 

AR. MonT. I therefore am ſtill of the 
ſame opinion, that this text is illuſtrative 
of the ſenſe which I have given to the 19:0» 
Gp, 1 Cor. vii. 2. as putting the wife in 
the ſame fituation with regard to the -u/- 
band, as this text puts the ſervant in with 
reſpect to the maſter and therefore, that 
no other than her own proper huſband 
ought to have any thing to do.with her. 

1 might obſerve, that, in our Engliſh 
language, the pronouns poſſelſive mine, thine, 
hour, our, his, their, are frequently aug- 
mented in their force by adding the word 
own; but yet, if uſed “ indifcriminately,” 
this would make ſad nonſenſe ; and indeed, 
it never can be uſed, in ſtrict propriety, 
but where, if we were to ſpeak in Greek, 
we ſhould ſay ic. You may eaſily try 
the experiment. You may bid your butler 
5 clean bis plate your caachman ** look 

6 after 
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* after H horſes.” — The ſpecial charge 


over theſe, which ariſes from their being 
committed to the care of theſe ſervants, for 


theſe purpoſes, would make what you ſaid 


very proper. Now, introduce the word 
own, and you mar your ſpeech at once. 
But ſuppoſe you found your butler buſied 
in cleaning your neighbour's plate, your 
coachman employed in looking after the 
horſes of your neighbour ; then the word 
6wn would be right: which inſtances may 
ſerve to ſhew, that the word ow? is not to 
be uſed indiſcriminately—or, if you pleaſe, 
that exvre and doe are not, properly ſpeak- 


ing, convertible terms, “ expreſſive of the 


5 ſame preciſe idea, let our tranſlation ſay 
ſo ever fo often. Os | 

Having given you ſome claſſical in- 
ſtances, where the adjective de — pro- 
prius n, proper—could not be changed 
for a pronoun poſſeſſrve, without weakening 
and ſpoiling the /enſe ; I can alſo give you a 
claſſical inſtance, where the pronoun poſſeſſive 
could not be changed for the adſective 
Proprius, without ſpoiling the ſenſe, by 
 firengthening the expreſſion too much: 

Et genus, & proaves, & que non fecimus ipſi, 
Vix ea NOSTRA voco—— Ovip. 

Here the NOST RA, after vzx, is the moſt 
proper term; the word propria (if the 
metre would have borne it) would have 
been too firong—** So far from propria our 
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* own, peculiar property — I ſcarcely can 


call the dignity derived from anceſtors, 
* or any thing elſe, that we ourſelves have 
* not atchieved, in the /malleſt ſenſe — 
© noſtra—ours.” 1. e. I can hardly allow 
% that we have any thing to do with 
e them.” I am moſt perfectly convinced, 
that no correct writer would ever confound, 
or uſe indiſcriminately, idioe and eauts, nor 
would any correct tranſlation render them ſo. 

I now conclude, with aſſuring you, that, 
however many /aft words I may receive 
from you on this matter, you will have 10 


cc: 


more from Yours, &c. 


P. S. After all this, what think you now 
of the 4oriter of that weak and abuſive et- 


ter, which appears in print at the end of Mr. 


H.'s ſecond pamphlet, and which has the 
following teſtimony in favour of Meffeurs ? 
— However, he (the author of Thelyph- 
e thora) ſhould ceaſe his triumphing as a 
«« philologiſt, till he has anſwered the 


« Monthly Reviewers, For, in the opinion 


« of many, equal in claſſical knowledge to 
« Mr. M. theſe able caſuiſts have refuted 
« every argument which he hath founded 
% upon ozblical criticiſm; and they have 
challenged him to a fair combat. 

* He may gafet to treat their ſtrictures 
with ſovereign contempt : but under that 
lies concealed a dread to take up the gaunt- 
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ce let; of which they ſeem ſo juſtly convinc- 
« ed, that they declare publicly, they look 
upon him as yielding them the palm. 

Theſe critics remind one of the old ſay- 
ing, That there are none ſo lou, but they 
« fancy there are others ſtill below them. 
Meſſieurs ſpeak of an inferior order to them- 
ſelves, under the titles of NOMINAL critics, 
and word-catchers.” This Gnathonic—Ego 
illum contempfi pre me- runs throughout all 
orders of men. 

A gentleman, travelling late on the 
road, put up at an inn; having delivered his 
horſe to the care of the o/tler, he retired to a 
room, where he ſupped.—Preparing for bed, 
he rang the bell, and bad the wazter ſend the 
fler to him ohn appeared—** Here, ler, 
* come and pull off my boots.” —Fohn Hefe. 
Key, with a countenance ſomething like that 
of a firſt Lord of the Treaſury, who ſhould 
be ordered by one of the cler to mend a pen 
for him—or like that of Antient Piſtol, 
when he ſaid (on Falſtaſ s wanting him to 
bear his letter to Mrs. Ford} | 


« Shall I Sir Pandarus of Troy become, 
And by my fide wear ſteel? Then, Lucifer take all.” 


T or like any thing elſe which can beſt de- 
{ſcribe diſdain and contempt— John retired 
clapping the door after him, and muttering— 
«© Where the D | have you lived, not to 
„know an ler from a boot-catcher !” 
Adieu. 
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LEFT N I. 
To the Reverend Mr. E. K. 


March 4th, 1782. 


Reverend Sir, 
1 F you will apply to your acquaintance Mr. 
G. he will ſhew you the * letter which 
I wrote to him ſome time ago; wherein I 
ſent him my ideas of the © Jewiſb law, as 
you call it. I certainly agree with you 
that certain laws, which were delivere 
* to the Jews by Moſes, were of a local 
and Zemporary nature. Such, for inſtance, 
as immediately concerned their journeyings, 
and peculiar ſituation for forty years toge- 
ther in the wilderneſs ; ſo, thoſe which were 
adapted to maintain a diſtinction of their 
tribes, families, and inberitances in the land 
of Canaan, and the like; theſe were doubt- 
leſs of the local and temporary kind. The 


ceremonial lau, we are told, was a figure 


for the time then preſent +; and, having done 


its Mee, and received its final accompliſh- 
ment, in the wonderful and glorious real:- 


Lies which it prefigured, is, as it was in- 


tended it ſhould be in the fullneſs of time, 
antiquated and vaniſhed away |. © 
But what has all this to do with /aws 


which are evidently of a morat nature, 


* See Letter XVIII. + Heb. ix. 9. 1 Heb. 
which 


viii. 1 Ze 


ti 


which are evidently to regulate the manners 
and conduct of men in their dealings with 
each other? and more eſpecially to regulate 
and diſpoſe that very zmportant matter, 
which is not of a local and temporary kind, 
but the only means of propagating and 
| preſerving the whole human ſpecies? Was 
this to be left at large? Were men and 
women, and the beaſts of the field, rationals 
and brutes, to be left on the ſame footing, 
without any law to controul their paſſions ? 
No: the moſt accurate, as well as poſitive 
and explicit revelation of the CREATOR's 
mind was given by HIMSELF, and, in due 
time, committed to writing, and left on 
the indelible records of truth : there, each 
heavenly fatute is to be found, as, in the 
higheſt ſenſe, with reſpect to every zot and 
tittle of it, Monumentum are perennius— 
none can add to it, nor diminiſh from it *. 
Now, Sir, can you really ſuppoſe, that 
the ** Jewiſh law,” as concerning theſe 
matters, has nothing to do with Chri/- 
% tians?” Does the New Teſtament an 
where tell "ho this? Or, do you really 
ſuppoſe, that the ſevere prohibition of 
adultery, and the wiſe proviſions for the 
ſecurity of ſeduced virgins, were merely 
local and temporary? > Were, or are, theſe 
matters only local and temporary? The 
laws relative to the gathering and diſ- 


* Deut. iv. 2. 
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poſal of the manna ceaſed, when the manna 
ceaſed, And it muſt, on the fame prin- 
ciple, be allowed, that, when there is 
no more danger of adultery or ſeduction, the 
laws againſt them, whether punitive or pre- 
ventive, will have no more w/e. But, till 
then, ſurely all ſenſe and reaſon, as well as 
conſcience and ſcripture, muſt plead for their 
continuance. Ubz eadem ratio ibi idem jus — 
is a very ſound maxim; and I believe it as 
applicable to the Divine lau, among Chriſ- 
tans, as among Ferws. 

I know you are a very ſtrict churchman, 
and therefore, if friend D-—, your Quaker 
neighbour, was to diſpute Dan the Divine 
right of your tithes of all bis increaſe, and 
tell you, that“ this was only a Jewiſb law, 
% made only for the proviſion and main- 
** tenance of the Jeuiſb Priefts and Levites, 
* but that CHriſtian Miniſters have nothing 
*© to do with zthes'—you would inſtantly 
talk to him about the Levitical law, as per- 
manent with regard to the proviſion for 
Miniſters; — you would tell him of Abraham, 
the father of the faithful, paying tithes to 
Melcbigedec, 400 years before the giving of 
the law ; you would quote the Apoſtle Paul 
— Who goeth a warfare at any time at his 
own charges? Who planteth a vineyard, and 
eateth not of the fruit thereof? or, who 
Jeedeth a flock, and eateth not of the milk of 
{oe Hoc? 


SY 
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Say I theſe things as a man? or ſaith not 
the law the fame alſo ? 

For it is written in the law of Moſes, Thou 
ſhalt not muzzle the mouth of the ox that 
treadeth out the corn. Doth Gop take care 
for oxen ? 

Or, ſaith he it altogether for our ſakes ? 
For our ſakes, no doubt, &c. 

1 we have ſown unto you ſpiritual things, 
is it a great thing if we ſhall reap your carnal 
things * ? | 

Here is certainly a Divine authority for 
miniſters being provided for by their peo- 
ple — and the Jewiſb /aw cited, as the 
bafis of that authority.—As to the quan- 
tum, I ſhould ſuppoſe you would urge a 
tithe as the neareſt to, or rather as pre- 
ſcribed by, the Divine law, and thus juſtify 
the laws of our land, which give you your 
demand of your tithes from jriend D . 

But if friend D be vighbt in ſaying, 
that ** theſe /aws were only local and tempo- 
% rary,” and that“ therefore Chritians have 
„ nothing to do with them! how can we 
juſtify the Apoſtle in his quoting a la to 
the Gentile converts, the Corinthian Chriſ- 
tians, with which “ they had nothing to 
* do?“ Friend D-— may perhaps ſay unto 
thee, as another Quaker did once unto me, 
on my quoting to him the authority of 
Paul againſt women's preaching—“ Ay— 


S I Cor. 1X» 7 10. 
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* neighbour — the Apoſtle doth ſay as 
* much; but he might be miſtaken.“ 
But, allowing that the Apoſtle was not mi/- 
faken, it is very clear, that, in his opinion, 
as Chriſtian miniſters muſt eat and drink, as 
well as Fewiſb miniſters, the Law, which 
made a proviſion for theſe, may be con- 
ſtrued ſo as to make a proviſion for the 
others alſo. | 

Now, Sir, in order to apply this to your 
poſition of Chri/tians having nothing to 
* do with the Jeuiſb law.” Is not the 
propagation and continuance of the human 
tpecies as neceſſary in Cbriſtians as in Fetus? 
Are not thoſe paſſions, which are im- 
planted for that purpoſe, common to both— 
the /ame throughout all generations of 
men—alibe at all times, and in all places: 
How then can you imagine, that thoſe 
laws, which are ſo evidently made to regu- 
late thoſe paſions, and to keep them within 
thoſe bounds which were deſigned and pre- 
ſcribed by the Creator, ſhould be only /ca/ 
and temporary, when the objects of them 
muſt, in the very nature of things, be uni- 
verſal and perpetual ? 

On your principles, what have you, or 
what has any body elſe, to do with that long 
catalogue of Degrees of affinity and con- 
* /anguinity, within which, perſons are 
forbidden, by God's law, to marry toge- 
„% ther?“ — This, 1 think, is the title of 

Lott 5 that 
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that printed half-ſheet of paper, which you 


have framed, and hung up in your veſtry.— 
But what is all this to the purpoſe, if 
% Chriftians have nothing to do with the 
& Tew!ſh law?” To what purpole are theſe 
degrees printed, and: publiſhed at the end 
of our common-prayer books ü — What is 
the law in Leviticus to us ?—I, for my own 
part, anſwer, That God's law is every thing 
to us.—lI deny that there is any other rule, 
to determine the /awfulneſs or unlawfulneſs 
of any thing whatſoever in his fight, but 
his own law ;—that which this hath prohi- 
bited is /nful to do, let who may authorize 
it.— That which his has not prohibited, is 
not ſinful, though all the men upon earth 
ſhould conſpire to make it, or declare it, 

to be jo. 

If we confider through what hands our 
ſyſtem relative to the commerce of the ſexes has 
been derived, it is not to be wondered at, 
that the Divine /aws, reſpecting the puniſh- 
ment of adultery, and the prevention of 
_ proſtitution, have been ſo entirely laid aſide, 
as to have become quite obſolete. When 
vows of celibacy were eſtabliſhed, and the 
celibacy of the clergy had paſſed into a law, 
ſtill ſomething was left, which was beyond 
the controul of all human power, viz. that 
natural adj unct to the human frame, wiſely 
implanted by the Gop of nature, for the 
continuance of. mankind, As this was 


prevented 


— 
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prevented from taking its right courſe, it 
ſoon made its way into many wrong ones; 
and, among others, that of forbidden lewd- 
neſs, and debauchery of other men's wil. 
The unmarried ſtate, both of ſeculars 

and regulars, gave infinite ſcandal to the 
world ; for it appeared that the reſtrain- 
ing them from having wives of their 
on, made them conclude, that they 
had a right to all other men's 3 and the 
inferior clergy were no better.” Burnet's 
Hiſt. Ref.—and ſee Crit. Hiſt. of England, 

thn: 
b Judge Blackflone, ſpeaking of the canon 
law relative to incontinence, ſays, that 
sit has treated even adultery 1tfelf with a 
great degree of tenderneſs and lenity, 
owing, perhaps, to the celibacy , ite 
compilers. The temporal courts, #herefore, 
(i. e. having left it to the cognizance of 
the canon lau) take no cognizance of the 
« crime of adultery, otherwiſe than as a 


90 private injury.” Blachſt. vol. i. 433. 
vol. iv. 64. 


This accounts for Gop's law againſt 
adultery having been ſo long laid aſide, 
and for its being totally diſregarded as a 
public offence, - puniſhable in our criminal 
courts of judicature. The firſt compilers 
of church canons would hardly be for in- 
forcing a law, which would have made 
their i unnatural and wicked ſchemes of 


celibacy, 
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celibacy, ſo many ſnares for their own 
necks. 


As to virgins, which were likewiſe the 


objects of their lewd practices, the ſeduction 


of theſe could not be attended with marriage, 
for this was inconſiſtent with holy celibacy : 
therefore the laws of Exodus and Deutero- 
nomy, which made the ſeduced virgin the 
man's wife, were to“ have nothing to do 
« with Chritians.”—This idea, by length 
of time, got an eſtabliſhment in the minds 
of men; it has now the preſcription of 
many ages to plead in its behalf—and 
Gop's molt pgptrve laws, for the preſervation 
of ſeduced virgins from deſertion, proſtitution, 
and ruin, (though red over in the ſolemn 
ſervice of our church} are ſuppoſed to have 


* nothing to do with Chriſtians.” Women 


are ſeduced and projlituted by thouſands, 
children are murdered, men and women rot- 
ting with diſeaſe, the land filled with the 
molt wretched and deſolated objects Gon 
has been ſo gracious as to fend forth a law 
to prevent all this, even in a political and 
civil view—but it has nothing to do with 
« Chriſtians,” and ſo the Chriſtians are tc 


have nothing to do with 7 /—And fo, Sir, 


leaving you to your reflections upon the 
matter, I remain, | 

oy outs, Kc; 

P. S. When you charge me with repre- 
ſenting Dr. Doddridge as , an advocate for 


«« Polygamy,” | 
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% Polygamy,” you greatly wrong me; as 
your own eyes will convince you, if you will 
read over 7 helyphthora, vol. iii. 386, 387, 
where I only mention him, as ** modeft, and 
* cautions in his expreſſions” on the ſubject 
—at ti. ſame time, you will find a para- 
graph, cited from his comment on 1 Tim. 
iii. 2, in his own words, plainly ſhewing 
the very contrary to what you charge me 
with. 

There is an unfairneſs in ſuch charges as 
theſe, which is mexcuſable to the laſt de- 
gree—and this, whether you have, or have 
not, red over the paſſage alluded to. If 
you have not red it, but only get it from 
hearſay, you are inexcuſable, for not ex- 
amining, as you ought to have done, the 
book itſelf, before you charged me with ſo 
iniquitous a thing as a falſehood on my part, 
—]f you have red over the paſſage, and 

yet /o miſrepreſent what. I ſay—what is it 
on your part ?—As to the matter of concu- 
binage, there is a long quotation from 


M. Bucerus on the ſubject, in T helyphthora, 
vol. i. p. 401. 2d edit ;—and indeed, I 


might have produced Dr. Dodaridge as of 
much the ſame ſentiments with that learn- 
ed reformer. For the Dr. (definition 49, 
151.) explains concubinage as a fort of 
* marriage, in which the woman, by agree- 
ment between both parties, is to be con- 
« ſidered as a fort of ſervant in the family, 
| and 


0 
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* and expreſs proviſion is made, that her 
children ſhall not have ſuch a right of 
* poſſeſſion and inheritance, as the en 
of the primary wife.” 

* SCHOLIUM. 

"The taking. a concubine durin,, the life 
of another wife, is, generally as. leaſt, to 
* be avoided: and it ſeems, that he who 
% never marries any woman, but as a con- 
e cubine, neither pays due reſpect to the 
female ſex, nor ſufficiently conſults his 
* own happineſs, in a free and ingenuous 
* friendſhip. 

« Yet perhaps, in caſe of a ſecond mar- 
riage, where the children by a former 
« wife are living, concubinage is not alto- 
„ gether to be condemned—lIt the comſlitu- 
* fion of the country permit it. 

Had you found the above tranſcript from 
the learned and excellent Dr. Dodaridge 
joined to that from M. Bucerus, (which 
you probably would have done, had I met 
with it in time) you then could not have 
truly charged me with repreſenting the Dr. 
as an advocate for concubinage ; but you 

may, if you pleaſe, repreſent "Kim as uo ad- 
Vvocate againſt it, in ls articular caſes—** if 
the conſtitution o 

65 20,” 

I muſt take the liberty to add, that 1 
think wilful ziſrepreſentation, and wilful 
miſquotation, are as wicked and malicious in 
literary 


«cc 
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literary diſputes, as forgery and perjury are 


in common life. | 

Any man may certainly miſunderfland or 
miſtake another; but wi/fully to bring a 
falſe charge, is as bad, and diſhoneſt, in 
controverſy, as in any thing elſe, 
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LETTER XXV. 
To the Rev. Mr. E — 


| March 10th, 1782. 
N anſwer to mine of the 2oth of No- 
vember *, you tell me, that you © wiſh 
* yourſelf to be as good a man as the 
* tranflation of the Bible would make you.“ 
f —] have the ſame wiſh for myſelf ;— 
and perhaps you need not wiſh to be an 
honeſter man, or a better citizen, than Cocꝶ- 
man's tranſlation of Tully's Offices would 
make you ; But does this prove, that an 
acquaintance with the original is, there- 
fore, needleſs, in order to judge of the ſtyle, 
ſpirit, and expreſſion of the author, and 
to ſee, with your own eyes, what were his 
real ſentiments, and whether they are, or 
are not, faithfully and truly repreſented ? 
You ſay, that, we have many com- 
«© ments, expoſitions, &c. on the Bible, by 
« men who did not underſtand Hebrew, and 
© who had only the Engliſb tranſlation be- 


* See Letter XVI. 


« fore 
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t fore them.”—Suppole that you cduld 
produce me as many comments, expoſi- 
tions, &c:; on Homer, by men who did not 
underſtand Greek, or know any more of 
Homer than they could gather from tranſ- 
lations —how could you, if you did not 
underſtand Greet, determine, with any cer- 
tainty or ſatisfaction to yourlelf, that theſe 
gave you the true ſenſe of the author? So 
with reſpect to our mere Engliſh exp 
tors, they ire right or wrong juſt as the. 
tranſlation leads them; and; in very maiy 
inſtances; ſet forth that as the word of Gop; 
which is only à miſtake of the tranſlators. 
This is but a precarious foundation for 
thoſe to build upon who are to teach others; 
and thetefore a miniſter, who contents him - 
ſelf under a total ignorance of the original, 
is inexcuſable; if he ſuffers his ignorance 
to carry him ſo far as to ſcoff at thoſe who 
ſtudy Hebrew, or to undervalue the frudy 
itſelf, 1 ſcruple riot t6 ſay; that he acts 
very wickedly, and is; as our liturgy ſome- 
where expteſſes itfelf — “ an hingerer of 
t GOD's word.” 
Non cuivis contingit adire CORINTHUM ——= 


The fituations and educations of the bulk 
of mankind are fuch; as to keep this ſtudy 
but of their reach; they mi# ſee, in a 
great meaſure at leaſt, with the eyes of 
their teachers, and judge from ther repfe- 
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ſentations of things :—for this very reaſon, 


their teachers ſhould take every method of 
informing themſelves, that, when their maſ- 


ter ſhall enquire, Have ye underſtood all theſe 
things *? they may ſay unto him, Yea, Lord; — 


that they may be /cribes inſtructed into the 
kingdom of heaven, and like unto a man that 
ts an houſholder, which bringeth forth out of his 


treaſure a ua 1m%N0% a things NEW and 


 0LD;—which I ſhould ſuppoſe to refer to 


the OLD Te/tament and the New. 

The learned Dr. Cotton, in his Mann- 
ductio ad Miniſterium, cited by Kettelby, whom 
I mentioned in my former letter, ſays — 


Though with much more cauſe than the 


* modeſt Melan&hon, I may confeſs, me 
% wvix primis labiis deguſtaſſe Hæbraicas li- 
ce teras; yet, as he declared, what Hebrew 
*© he had, helped him ſo much in his judg- 
* ment of the greateſt matters, he 42 
« ferred it before all the wealth of a Ei 

% dom; ſo 1 may humbly declare, I ſcarce 
ever take an Hebrew Bible into my hands, 
but J am gratefully ſurprized with ſome- 


* thing I never thought of; I ever have 


«« ſome view, and ſee ſomething I never 
«© ſaw before. So that I do not wonder 
* at Luther, for making a ſerious proteſta- 
* tion, that what knowledge he had of 
«« Hebrew, was of more ute and price to 


* him than the greateſt heap of gold, that 


% could be ſet before him.” 
Matt. xiii. 51. 


L alſo, 
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I alſo, with ſtill more cauſe than the 
modeſt Dr. Cotton, do confeſs, me vix pri- 
mis labiis deguſtaſſe Hebraicas literas ; for I s 
never looked into the language 'till within 
theſe laſt fix years; yet, I would not be 
without the /zztle acquaintance I have with 
it, on any conſideration which this world 
could offer me in exchange for it. But what 
avails ſuch a poor worthleſs teſtimony as 
mine, after what ſo many great men have 
ſaid on the ſubje&t? Yet, may I not fay, 
that one teſtimony of our Lord and Sa- 
viour leaves all the reſt at an immeaſurable 
diſtance ? — EPEINATE TAS IPASAE— 
SEARCH THE SCRIPTURES. What are 
theſe SCRIPTURES — the ORIGINAL, or a 
TRANSLATION ? 
But why need I ſpend any more time on 
a ſelf-evident propoſc!tzn—for, can the ſun 
itſelf be clearer at non day, than, that we 
never can underſtand ary book, ſo well in 
a tranſlation as in the original? How can 
he be faid truly to love and value the word q 
of Gop, who does not wiſh and endea- | 
vour, by every means in his power, to 0 
cultivate the knowledge of it? The queen of 
the ſouth ſhall riſe in judgment. againſt ſuch 1 
a one; for ſhe came from the utter moſt parts 0 
of the earth to bear the wiſdom of Solomon; "of 
and behold a greater than Solomon is here *. I 
I could this moment point out to you a Mt; 
* Matt. Xii. 42, 


L 2 misfortune, 


wo 


„ 
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misfortune, which you labour under from 


an unacquaintedneſs with the Hebrew Bible; 
which is, that of reſting (and in a very 


poſitive manner) arguments on foundations 
which will not bear them. You fay, for 
inſtance, that the o 8&9 - hey twain — 
« Matt. xix. 5. is fo concluſive a proof, 
* that, in the very original, the primary 
« law, and inſtitution of marriage, it was 
* ordained totidem verbis, that tuo and no 
* more ſhould ever be joined together at a 
% time;—that theſe 7wo words are a full 
* anſwer to all that is ſaid on the ſubject 
throughout the whole z7hbree volumes of 
Thelyphthora;” you mention ſeveral com- 
mentators in ſupport of your aſſertion, and 
« defy me to give it a fair unequivocal 
% anſwer.” | 

In the firſt place, my good Sir, I moſt 
certainly do grant, that « 8vo ſignifies— 
the — or — theſe, twain ; — but the words 
* and no more,” are an addition of yours, 
and of your appellees the commentators which 
you mention—therefore they are no part 
of the text, and prove nothing, but the 
ſmall regard which is paid to that pofirrve 
command — Deut. iv. 2. and Deut. xu. 32. 
not to add to the word of Gop. If men 
were allowed to do this, there would be 
an end of all ſcripture authority. | 

In the next place, our Saviour can ſcarce- 
ly be ſuppoſed to have ſpoken to the Fews 
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in Greek. He, as we find he ſpake to the 


perſecuting Saul * afterwards, muſt be ſup- 


poſed to have ſpoken e& ECpaid: 014aeurw | how 


In 


Acts xxvi. 14. comp. Acts xxi. 40. 

1 Our Lord (as Biſhop Wettenhall juſtly obſerves) 
6 did not himſelf make uſe of the LXX, or, as far as 
© can be proved, of any other Greek verſion imaginable ; 
© but ſpoke a language, which in the New Teſta- 
© ment is called Hebrew, and preached to the Fews 
© therein; and conſequently the citations made by 
© him from the Old Teflament were in the original 
% Hebrew. And it is plain from the As of the Apoſtles, 
* that they and their aſſiſtants, when they preached to 
on * uſed the Hebrew tongue. 

„The main body of the Jewiſh nation perſiſting 
© ininfidelity, and the Goſpel deſigning the call of the 
* Gentiles, it was neceſſary that the = Teſtament 
„ ſhould- be written in , another language, than that 
„ wherein either the doctrine of the Old was firſt re- 
“corded, or the doctrine of the New was at firſt, 
56 preached, 45 

„The Greek language was then diſperſed almoſt 
„ over the whole world, while the Latin and other, 
„ tongues were confined within their own ſcanty. 
limits, as Cicero obſerves, in his oration for Archias. 
the Poet; and therefore Greet was the fitteſt lan- 
„ guage for the promulgatian of the glad tidings, And. 
on this occaſion was the New Teſtament written 
“ in Greek. From whence it appears, that, the true 
* ſtate. of your queſtion is this n did the ſacred, 
« penmen, when they wrote the New Teſtament, mate uſe. 
« of the Greek verſion of the Old, called the LXX? Ta 
« which I may make this ſhort anſwer, For the ſame 
„ reaſon that they made uſe of the Greek tangus,” i, e. as 
that beſt known, and commonly receive. 

„The quotations from the LXX were ſufficient 
for the Gentiles, and could be juſtly liable to na 
© objections upon account of being taken from that 
% verſion; whereas the New Teſtament would have 


L 3 '7-. a 


: 
. 
11 
1 
1 


io LET TEN XXV. 


in the Hebrew tongue therefore he could 
not ſay 0; Jvo; and if we look at the original 
Hebrew of Gen. ii. 24, we ſhall find no 
trace of any words for o Jo- the text is 


literally—T hey ſhall be as one fleſh=-«s capa 
WAV. 


The words o, Jvo are inſerted by tho 
LXX in their tranſlation of Gen. ii. 243 


453 


and why the facred writers of the New 
Teſtament have, in ſo many paſſages, quot- 
ed the LXX tranſlation, which ſo frequent- 
ly differs from the Hebrew Text, inſtead of 
giving us the literal meaning of the Hebrew, 

t may 


& Jain under great difadvantages and objections, had 
& not the quotations been generally taken from the 
„ LXX, becauſe the writers might have been charged 
& with tranſlating on purpoſe to ſerve their own turn; 
«a charge, which, by making uſe of that currently 
& receiyed' tranſlation, they entirely refuted, and ſi- 
& Jenced' all ſuch objections. SPEARMAN's Lett. on 
*© the LXX tranſlation, P- 355» 56, 357» 58. 

gut give me leave to aſk, What is the method, 
e Which you would have had the ſcribes of the New 
«© Teſtament to have purſued? would you have had them 
«cited the original Hebrew texts of the Old Teſta- 
4% 'ment? This would be till referring us to the Hebrew, 
« which.ia effect is doing no more than they have al- 
et read ; done, by citing he LXX tranſlation, ſince, 
«© 2s above obſerved, we can go directly to the He- 
e | | 

4 Nap, I af efibed . think, that this method, 
« far from being of any real uſe or ſervice, would, on 
te the contrary, have been of fatal conſequence. For, 
© after the Greek came to be a dead wobl ße ſuch 
50 apaſtolical tranſlations of the Hebrew, would be . 
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may be ſuppoſed a very difficult point to 
ſolve; but ſo it evidently 2, in this place 
of Matt. xix. 5. as in various others. 
They certainly could not intend to ſtamp 
a Divine authority on a /ov/ty tranſlation, 
The beſt account, which 1 have ever met 
with of this matter, you may find in our 
1 preface to the Fng/7/h Bible and 
in the late Mr. Spearman's learned letters 
on the LXX tranſlation, a book which will 
well repay your pains in reading it. 

We certainly are not to alter or correct 
the original by a tranſlat ion; therefore, till 
this can be lawfully done, all your “ con- 
* cluſive proofs,” from the words o g 


© to whatever conſtructions ignorant friends, or mali- 
„ cious enemies, might put upon them; and there 
& would be no teſt or ſtandard to which we might 
© bring them. The meaning of the Hebrew could 
& not be produced in evidence, becauſe the Greet would 
„ be therranſlations of the Hebrew by inſpired pen- 
© men: and thus the world have been left to its end, 
©. to diſpute about the meaning of words in a language 
„ hi h had not the ſame advantage of being under- 
& {ſtood which the Hebrew hath, as Dr. Taylor has 
„% ſhewn in the preface to his Hetrew concordance.” = 
Ib. 374 — Confer p. 8, note. 
& Dean Prideaux well obſerves (Connect. vol. i, 
* p. 576)— In all the laws in the world, the words 
e of the original text are to be depended upon, for the 
“ intention of the Jawgiver, before any quotations of 
6 them, by whonſoever made,” - Ib. 299. 
© See Ib. 423, the extract from Bp. Pearſon. 


L4 they 


152 LETTER XXV. 


they two—or in your commentatorial para- 
phraſe—hey two, and no more, ©* in the pri- 
70 mary law— fotidem verbis, &c. 


—— Aiſſolve, 


And, like the baſeleſs fabric of a viſion, 


Leave not a wreck behind. 


The propoſition which runs through the 
two firſt volumes of Thelyphthora, and 
| which is profeſſedly 4 een to be 
proved in the third volume, is that mar- 
riage, and all things belonging to it, have 
been taken out of God's hands into the hands 
of men; who, regardlę eſs of the Divine law, 
have, from time to time, invented, and impoſed 
their own ſyſtems on their fellow-mortals. 

You are at full liberty to examine the 
long chain of evidence which is produced 
in proof of this: croſs-examine the wit- 
neſſes, confront them as you pleaſe, you will 
{till find them all in the fame ſtory ; and, 
I think, that they are abundantly * 
by the very fem under which we are liv- 
ing to this hour, more eſpecially ſince the 
paſſing of the marriage-att, | 
There is a wonderful propenſity in man- 
kind to be % Vain man would be wiſe *, 
&c.—and, rather than fail, he will be wiſe 
above what is Written ;« but there are few 
things that more coincide with this hu- 
mour, than the invention of final cauſes ; ; 


* Job xi. 12. 
© and 
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and nothing makes a man ſo uu in his 


own conceit as ſeeming an adept in 2e. — 
We hear of one who found out, “ that the 
te noſe was put in the middle of a man;s 
* face, and raiſed in a ridge, on purpoſe 
te that he might wear ſpectacles to help 
* his eye-fight as he grows old.” — This 
has juſt as much ſcriptural foundation, as, 
that but one man and ane woman were 
* created at fit, in order to * prohibit Poly- 
* gamy and indeed, in all the practice 
of it throughout ſo many ages, we do not 
find a ſingle Hint of any ſuch thing; which 
could hardly have been, if this practice 
had counteracted he deſign, and had even 
militated againſt a primary, poſitive law, of 
the Gop of nature. COD 


» Mazdak the Perſian. who lived in the 6th cen- 
tury, in the reign of Khoſru Kobad, pretended himſelf a 


prophet ſent from Gon, to preach a community of u 


men, and of poſſeſſions ; ſince all men were brothers, and 
deſcended from the ſame. common parents, 

Kobad himſelf embraced the opinions of this in- 
poſtor, to whom he gave leave to have the queen his 
wife: which permiſſion, Anuſbirwan his ſon, with 
much difficulty, prevailed on Mazdat not to make 
uſe of. | | c. 

0 When Anuſbirwan ſucceeded his father Kobad, he 
put Mazda to death, with all his follewers. See 
Sale Alcor. Prelim. Diſc. p. 36, 37. 72575 

By the above we may ſee, that, when men ſet upon 
invention of final cauſes, they may fall into direct con- 
trarieties ; and yet, however itrange theſe may be, they 
will not be without followers of their opinions, on each 


fide, 
But 
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But when we conſider the ?. great ſub- 


feds of revelatian the fall of man and his 


redemption the one the foundation of the 
other —we ſhell find theſe ſo intimately 
connected with the circumſtance of but one 
man and one woman being created at firſt, 
and thus becoming the coinmon parents of 
all men, the common roots from whence 
they all ſhould be derived, as {trezms from 
the fountain head, thit we ſhall be led to 
a. final cauſe, of ſuch ig portance, as will at 
once account for the exiitence of but one 
man and one woman at firſt: —hid there been 
more, how could it ever have happened, , 
that—by one man fin entered into the world, 
and. death by fin, &c.— In Adam all ated, &c. 


 =—By the offence of ONE, judgment is come upon 


all men to condemnation—&c. &c. Sc.? 

I juſt throw out theſe Hinte, to lead you 
from the groundleſs ſuppoſitions of men, to 
the weighty reaſons which moſt clearly ap- 
pear, and which may be gathered through- 
out the ſcriptural account of the matter. 

What, think you, can have made Vol. 


aire, and other [nfidels, ſo zealous to pro- 


mote the notion of Præ-Adamites, or Co- 


Adamites? and to argue for the creation of 


numbers of human beings, either before 
Adam, or together with him? The reaſon 
is this —Becauſe the whole foundation of 
Chriftiauity, as revealed in the $ criptures, 
both of Old and New Teſtament, muſt 
y 2 depend 


LE T3 8: ie 
depend on that /ing/e fact, the creation of 


only one man and ane woman at. firſt ;—the 
fall in the firſt Adam, and the redemption in 
the ſecond, muſt ſtand or fall with i; 
overturn hie, therefore, and all the reſt is 
as abſurd and impoſſible as even Voltaire him- 
ſelf could have wiſhed it.—Here, then, is 
an adequate cauſe, a weighty, a ſcriptural 
cauſe—Cauſa ſine qua the whole fabric of 
the Bible falls at once into ruins.— The 
other has not any exiſtence but in the in- 
ventions of men, nor any other importance 
but what their prejudices have given it— 
theſe, it muſt be owned, have been ſancti- 
fied by | 


CusTom, that does Hill diſpenſe 

An univerſal influence ; 

And makes things right or wrong appear, 
Fuft as they do her liv'ry wear. HuD. 


Therefore there is no more to be ſaid for 
it, than may be ſaid for any other com- 
monly- received vulgar error people pear 
of it, and /pedk of it, till they believe it';— 
but this does not add a Angle grain, my 
to its Jolidity or to its truth. | 
Jam, | 

Reverend Sir, 

Your S, No. 
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To the Reverend Mr. O—. 


| April 25th, 1782. 
Reverend Sir, 


I Received your long diſſertation,” as you 
call it, on Thelyphthora: — it appears 
to me built on ſome capital miſtakes ; one 
is, that it makes void the law of Gop through 
men's traditions; for, as ſure as the Bible 
contains an authentic record of what paſſed 
at Mount Sinai, ſo ſurely did the Gop of 
heaven fix the ſeduced virgin on the ſeducer, 
ſo that he could never put ber away all his 
days. Your partial allowance of this, - and 
your preſuming moſt definitively to make 
diftinftions where the Bible has made none, 
do not appear to me quite conſiſtent with 
the. profound, implicit, and unreſerved 
% ſubmiſſion,” which you Re eto the 
% oracles of Gop. ? a 
In the next place, your idea, chat 1 it 
* would encourage, -licentiouſneſs, if the 
hy Jew plan,” as you call it, was to 
6 be adopted,” is not quite ſo reſpectful ta 
the great Author of it. Nor is it true in 
point of fag, that puniſhment mult encou- 


rage vice. — But, in point of 1 you 
might as well tell us, that“ bits put into 


60 borſes 
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*& horſes mouths are of no uſe whatſoever ; 
re they rather encourage the horſes to run 
c away with their riders, and therefore it 
* would be better to ride without any bit 
* or bridle at all.“ 

Something very like h do your argu— 
ments tend to prove, by preferring the 
preſent fem of irreſponſibility, which cuſ- 
tom has eſtabliſhed between the /educer and 
the ſeduced, to thoſe moſt righteous and 
equitable /tatutes, founded on the higheſt 
principles of retributive juſtice, contrived by 
the Divine Wiſdom, promulgated on the 
Divine authority, and ſo exactly adapted to 
prevent thoſe evils which are otherwiſe irre- 
mediable. | | 

I believe, that, if you could trace the 
miſchiefs of proſtitution, through the whole 
hiſtory of but one deſerted and deſolated 
female ; could you but be acquainted, not 
only with all the ſhocking ſcenes of ruin 
brought on herſelf, but alſo with thoſe 
which hundreds of others may be involved in 
by her means; and which are, no doubt, 
realized in every day's ſad experience ; you 
would find it more difficult, than you ap- 
pear to do at preſent, to name a ſubject 
more worthy the deepeſt attention of go- 
vernment—or a diſtreſs, incident to human 
nature, that calls more loudly for a remedy. 
You would alſo be apprized of that preven- 
tive mercy to the weaker ſex, which breathes 

in 
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in every word of thoſe Divine ſtatutes, which 
you have been conſidering as od and vaniſb- 
ed away ; as if the Creator had ordained pro- 
tection, and eſtabliſhed it by lau, at one pe- 
riod of time: but that, for the future, danger, 
diſtreſs, deſolation, deſtruction, and ruin, ſhould 
be let looſe upon the earth, like /eviathan 
in the waters, to fake their paſtime therein 
or, like ſo many emancipated ende, to gg 
about, ſeeking whom they may devour. 

I agree with you, that“ theſe /aws could 
% not be adopted among us, without over- 
« turning the preſent ſyſtem :” but, if the 
preſent fyſtem be a bad one, the ſooner it is 
overturned the better.—No reformation can 
ever take place, without overturning the ſyſtem 
which it is to ſucceed, —Was not this the 
caſe at the Proteſtant reformation ? And is 
it not of the very eſſence of all reformation, 
that it ſhould be ſo, whether it reſpects 
particular individuals only, or a whole na- 
tion collectively ? 

You muſt 'excuſe my entering any far- 
ther into the ſubjects of your“ diſſerta- 
d tion; and believe me, 


Yours, C&c. 


LETTER 
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LETTER I. 
To the Rev. Mr. 


3 May 17th, 1782. 

Dear Sir, 
] HAVE looked into J phur, and find 

the matter as I ſtated it, in the paſſage 
which I reſerred to by memory; and which 
I tranflate as follows, referring you to the 
original for my correction, if wrong. 
ToeseEPHUS Anti 19. Lib. xvi. 1. 878. 
He / Herod} betrothed the Ade of 
« Pheroras to the eldeſt ſon of Alam ; 
„ hut the daughter of Antipater he be- 
ee trothed to the fo on of Afriſtobulus. One 
& daughter of Ariſlobulus he engaged to the 
66 N of Antipater ; but another of the 
e daughters of Ariſtobulus to his own fon 
% Herd, whom tie King had had by a 
% daughter of the High Prieft for it is a 
1 cuſtom among us, derived from our fore- 
fathers, to cohabit With more wives than , 
* one at the ſame time: —TaTpucy ap er 
TXUTW TAEIOT!Y VIAL CUVOLLE. 

After this, who can, with any reaſon, 
ſuppoſe, that the Jews, in our Saviour g 
time, were not polygamous ? 

Foſephus was born in 37, and died in 
93, aged 56 years: ſo * his authority, 
in this caſe, muſt be unqueſtionable. 
| You will obſerve that. our Bleed Lord, 

In 


* 


cc 


: 
: 
| 


on the ſubject of 
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in his diſpute with the Jews —Matt. xix« 
g—g—lays nothing abeut (therefore cer- 
tainly nothing againſt) their—ouvanyor—co- 
habitation with more weves * than one at a 
time; this he left as he found it: but 
what He condemned, was, their monſtrous 
abuſe of divorces, by repudiating one wife in 
order to take another-—which was directly 
contrary to the Divine lau, not only as it 
ſtands in the pfimary inſtitution, Gen. ii. 
24. but as it is pofitrvely laid down, Exod: 
XX1. 10. and likewiſe, as it muſt tend to 
cauſe the wives ſo put away, to commit adul- 
tery with other men (compare Matt. v. 32) 
and thus be introductive of every miſchief 


* A late ingenious writer obſerves—* It is this cir- 
« cumſtance, viz. the facility of men's divorcing 
c their wives at pleaſure, that accounts for the non- 
tc uſage of Polygamy in countries where it was allowed 
dc by law. The antient Romans did not indulge 
„ themſelves in it, though permitted: but this was 
« for a good reaſon; they wiſely choſe not to have 
« two wives in the houſe at the ſame time, and there= 
« fore repudiated one before they took another; and 
« this they did as often as they pleaſed, with no other 
© formality than ſending a meſſage to the wife by a 
< ſlave, giving notice of their intention, &c.“ 
Free Thoughts on Seduction, &c. p. 150. n. 
This faſhion of repudiating one · wife before they took 
another, very clearly appears to have obtained among 
many of the Jews in our Saviour's time; which may 
account for our reading, in the New Teſtament, nothing 


' about their cohabitation with more wives than one at a 


time and alſo may ſerve as a key to our Lord's diſcourſe 
ale which was moſt evidently 


levelled againſt this infamous abuſe of them. 
provided 
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provided againſt by the Seventh Command- 
ment, and by every other law againſt adul- 
fery. | 
11 ſhould be remembered, that the H- 
lellians taught the lawfulneſs of divorce for 
almoſt any cauſe, and, among others, if the 
« huſband ſaw another woman he liked 
«© better than his own wife,” To eſtabliſh 
the authority of the Divine law of cohabi- 
tation, againſt the infamous breaches of it, 
which the Jeus allowed and practiſed, was 
the main drift of our Lord's reaſoning on 
the ſubject, in anſwer to the queſtion pro- 
poſed to him by the Phariſees, ver. 3. See 
more of this, Thelyphthora, vol. i. p. 82, 83, 
2d edit. I remain, 
Dear, Sir, 
Yours, &c. 


Or — * 


FFI 


» 


F. 
To the Reverend Mr. O. N 


f : May 18th, 1782. 
Dear Sir, | 


Confeſs, that the concluſion of my laſt 
was rather, as you ſay, abrupt —but 
what have you and I to do with diſ- 
puting about canon laws and eccleſiaſtical 
courts? I heartily with them ſent back to 
the place from whence they came : my rea- 


M ſons 
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ſons for this I ſhall not repeat, as they 
are given ſo much at large in Thelyph- 
thora, vol. lil. 284 — 293. — To theſe I 
may add a paragraph, which appeared in 
the Morning Poſt of yeſterday, and which 
ſeems to have been inſerted by ſomebody, 


who is as firm a friend to theſe inquiſito- 


rial juriſdictions as I am. It runs thus 
viz. ©* The following fact muſt convince 


«c 
'T 
40 
0 
0 


«6 


every reader, that, notwithſtanding the 
boaſted laws of humanity in the Eng- 
lith conſtitution, ſtill there are ſome at 
this time exiſting, which would diſgrace 
the moſt arbitrary government upon 
earth. | | 

In the year 1740, Grace Hooper, of the 
pariſh of Parᷣbam, in the county of De- 
von, had a diſpute with the parſon's 
wife, about a right to a ſeat in the 
church; and a cauſe was inſtituted in 
the ' Chancellor's court in the dioceſe of 
Exeter. In Michaelmas term, 1741, Mr. 
Onejiphorus Sheere, the Attorney employ- 
ed by Grace Hooper, arreſted her for 

1 3J. being the coſts due to him for bu- 
ſineſs done, and ſhe was committed to 
the county priſon; and an excommunicato 
capiendo being lodged as a detainer againſt 
her, ſhe has not been able to obtain 
hef diſcharge by any inſolvent act, but 
ſtill remains in that priſon (upwards of 
FORTY YEARS an inhabitant) without 


I hopes 
a 
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« hopes of relief. As this ſtory is well 


„ known to many members in a certain 
** aſſembly, it is hoped ſhe will be li- 
© berated by a clauſe in the inſolvent 
* act, now Preparing to be laid before Par- 
© liament.“ 
This ſeems to be related with ſuch an 
air of authenticity, as to leave no doubt 
of the fa&t—I therefore leave it with you, 
as one of thoſe numberleſs proofs, which 
might be given, of the tyranny and cruel- 
ty of theſe papal and antichriſtian jurildice 
tions, and how inimical they are, in their 
very nature and inſtitution, to the rights 
and liberties of mankind. What has hap- 
pened to this poor woman, might happen 
to any body elſe, who is guilty of the un- 
pardonable ſin of not being able to pay more 
than they happen to be worth, in order to 
ſave themſelves, not only from forty years 
impriſonment, but from fams and penalties 
attending the excommuntcation, which are 
too horrible for any thing but a profeſſed 
inquiſition to inflict ; ſuch as are unknown 
to the civil juriſdiction of this country and 
would never have been known at all, but 
for the inſolence, tyranny, ambition, and 
ayarice, of the Pope and his c/ergy.. 
I am, 
Dear Sir, 
Yours, &c. 


M 2 P. S. You 
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P. S. You are angry with me for com- 
paring (in Thelyphthora, vol. iii. p. 9.) ſome 
« of the ſtories of the antient Fathers to 


% Mother Gooſe's tales — I think that I did 


them too much honour : theſe little innocent 
apologues may have uſeful morals drawn 
from them, and pretend to nothing but 
what they are; ah others are of all Hes 
the worſ—v10vs LYEs—tending to blind 
the underſtanding to miſlead the judgment— 
to enſlave the conſcience invented by na- 
very, and believed by credulity.— I wiſh you 


would read JoRTIN's Remarks on Eccleſiaſti- 


cal Hiſtory. See Thelyphtbora, vol. i. p. 28 5, n,. 
2d edit. 


FEPILOGUE, 


* 3, 


. 
FETTLODVTVE 


O NCE on a time, when beaſts could ſpeak, 
(Przprus - Latin Eso — Greek) 
The Lion, Sov'reign oer the reſt, 
Aſſembled, to bis throne, each beaſt 
That rang'd in field, or haunted wood: 
His royal mandate all obey, 
Did homage in their ſev'ral way, 
And at his call attentive ſtood. 


Quoth be, © I'm told that ſome of you, 
&« (And I'm inclin'd to think it true) 
« Of late have oft been heard to ſay 
« Some ſaucy things gainſt beaſts of prey. 
« That blood and rapine are their trade, 
c By laws which they themſelves have made 
« That creatures ſhould not hurt each other, 
« But each from harm protect his brother :— 
« That ev'ry wrong ſhould be redre/s'd, 
ce Nor, by tbe ſtrong, the weak oppreſs'd. 


ce Now this, in our ſupreme opinion, 
cc Ts levelling at our dominion ;— 
« Ts making novel alteration, 
« Tending to ruin the whole nation. 
« From henceforth, therefore, be it treaſon, 
« For any at this rate to reaſon, 
*« Or to arraign our ſovereign right 
* To maſſacre, by day or night.” | 
| He 


He ſhook his mane, he ftretch'd his jaws, 
His eye-balls flaſh'd with ſelf-applauſe. * 


The Tyger, Wolf, each bloody imp, 
Duite down to Jack, the Lion's pimp, 
Highly applaud the monarch's plan, 
And ſaid, it was tranſcrib'd from Man. 


c True,” quoth the Lion, * Man may ſtray, 
te And ruin thouſands ev'ry day; 
« Nolaws to curb his will be knows ; 
« Where luſt or fancy leads —he goes. 
«© Youth, innocence, and beauty—a/l— 
«« Before th' inſatiate Tyrant fall; 
« Theſe are his victims—daily made 
« Tempted with gold y wiles betray'd : 
« Then left; where they lamcut, too late, 
ce Their ſad, ine "table fate. 
« Friends, Pare. s, Huſbands, all in vain, 
« ith bleeding boſoms, tell their pain. 


(e Reynardo hs, in dead of night, 
«© Aſails the quiet hen-reoſts height; 
«© Or friſks it to the common green, 
« There catches, kills, and eats unſeen ; 
« And, though he cannot pick the bones 
« Of more than one poor Gooſe at once, 
Let oftentimes our loving Couſin, 
« For fancy's ſake, will ſlay ſome dozen. 
« The Farmer's hope, the Houſewife's care, 
One undiſtinguiſb d ruin ſhare.” 
| | 6 te But 
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« But ſhould a CarTire.eer pretend 

T” appear the helpleſs Female's friend, 

To mention laws, as made to bind 

The wandrings of the ſavage mind. 
. To reſcue, from th' oppreſſor's pow'r, 

The wretched victims of each hour ;——= 

To fix, upon each ſhrewd deceiver, 

The objects of his Itjt—FOR EVER j— 

Tongues, pens, and preſſes, all would join, 

To tear him for his vile deſign : 

Some would caſt out his name as evil, 

And ſome - conſign him to the Devil.“ 


The flocks and herds in filence flunk away, 


Dreading the fell deciſian of the day. 


The reſt retire—each to his ſev'ral den, 


Proud to be told, they think and act like Mx. 
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